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R ECO .'FIEND A TI ON : 

1 That this memorandum and attached 2ist be for^ar^e^ 

to tn/sAcf^ntico, .or*, d *r»nal S.nftd.n^l, 

Registered , Return Receipt Requsstea. /f>V/5 V J 



r.t^ss'js^ss “ 

action has fcesn tairen. , 


.yi V • .' - .i* 

kfon ;•/• 

’■r ,r i > ■ 


n/ 1 

3. That thereafter, this memorandum be 
the Bureau, marked for my attention. .. 

— *-rP 5 ' nrn 
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DEC 00 1^54 
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TO , 


— - r A,ts- \s < * • ' ft J v 


me r^.-ur,: 


v • t;v.f T>: - '• 


* 
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• £*; ; 


•i* ^ 0 «V <*i.' < # * • j 1 %y 


rroM » 
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CUBJBCT : 


^rrjry <?r zzcwnZJWJZ criteria 


Reference is node to my interim memorandum oflZ/^s/^u 
reflecting the steps taken by ne concerning the re-evaluation o f *\e ' 

iVf.?'L c ¥l‘ nt t v be i” e used to ° p*™°" °» 

on/riopect?** * “'■et'X”- «■«» ore sound or s/iouid be nodl/fsd (n 

' X- 

?an r rcn/ ,i??® er r ct ^ ns submitted by the SACs at New York, Newark 
San Francisco , Los Angeles and Hashing ton field, were carefully 
o iscussed by me with Messrs. ' Vj u y y 

VnVrl^l f rcin 1 L ' r - ., dated 12/17/54, captioned SEC URlV INDEX 

R GRAL , a complete analysis of these observat ions is made. Tne 
memoranda from. the five SACs follow the general practice now in use 
regarding placing individuals on the security index. 


„ I** Xeuark Division suggested that those individuals who** 

placed on the security index because v f erpionaZ nctTvitUs 
I*'" ~ c wnBioered. at the time of un emergency, from the standpoint 

° U *» /«■»*" at lar S‘> tf iuch action vtZlci 
Ve tKe int erests of our ^espionage investigations , Newark suggests 


maintenance of 
evaluation can 


a - ■ par ate -.st of such individuals , so that careful 
be made in time of an emergency. J 


. o 1 * ^ urcau is directing Newark *s attention to Pc.-e 3C—C 

Of Section M-C of the Manual of In.trnor.iona. v fro in P ,oi Uio n U 


y 


persons in the Espionage Subdivis ior. of 

r> r- V 4... T— j T i J _ w 




1C 


Made 1 for r.lzcir 

Special Section of the Security Index. It is also being surges ted 
JJ . ? var Newark Office has such cases not presently in 

such a sub-, ".Vision, these cases should be called to the? attention of 
/the bureau , with appropriate rebbadendatt'oria^ ^ 


. *7* 'ftverk then makes the observation that 109 of their s/snri+u 

a^uri+^YY* V"*' h 0ti 9sw iv es , '"hame of whom were placed in the'-. - 
• ffCKrJt* in.>ex because tuey were uncooperative when interviewed." 

The Executives Conference, on 22/14/54,. unanimously reccmvend-d 




cncf you, approved, the Domestic Intelligence DioZVon'l prc «, M or 
cons rdcrr~n,JiH tin cooperative attitude on the part cf a subject, ohl 
intervi^^ac u significant factor in retaining h * J * 


of.- 


is name in tke 



I 



HITT 


in mriT 






ieouritj. 1 index J Though il; is very unlikely That the Do* eotio 
Intelligence Division has ever approved plcc.ng a person on the 
security index' 1 because they were uncooperative when interviewed , " 
Jfevark is being instructed to call to the Bureau's attention any 
cases wherein: Newark recommended placing on the security index a 
person who was uncooperative when interviewed , there being no 
other 8ubver3 ive indications which would warrant inclusion in the 
security index under the established criteria . 

^ letter is being directed to the Los Angeles Office 
oalling attention to its ob3 ervation that, as a general rule a 
person should not be included on the security index merely because 
of his refusal to identify others who participated with Mat in 
subvere ive activities, and pointing out to Los Angeles that this 

W £t lnn 6 ^Vh V3 i ( i tti J Ude 071 tke part 0f a 8Ub J’ C0t he considered, 

along with all other facts developed in the case, and the extent of 

tl A n activities, in arriving at a conclusion as to 

hether such subject should be included on the security index . This 

^■ll n tn < Af Clin PJ^tains to the Executives Conference consideration of 
tns natter of intervi ewe • * 

__ j , Jh# neaorcndc submitted by the Washington Field. Nmm York 

on*»<*r n ^ rana 1800 Liv .s ions did not contain any cowmen** regaining 



a .i Ut °f 95 f fl “ reviewed for t he purport 

t 'tnZ I'jtivxi v/ww ras&**?** 

of the reasoning exploded by the field in* reconnendino" and sounenast 

tndlT i "nl P +h» Ving i the P J : aoin 9 °f these persons oh ike security 
l0r . ub f ocke °f discussion ard analysis, I raised certain 
Question# in^tha cases captioned 


iusUfvifo thl in 7 < 1 H( Afi r ' * pre P are an onalyais memorandum, 
I tl/i IhL A inolu8ion of these subjects in the security index . 
Indext * h * th8S * PSr8C M haV0 b ** n P r 0P 0 rlV inoluded in the Security 


suhimnt fcrt5 n r.n+*h . 'j;***- oa **t I raised the question as to why the 
subjeot had not been interviewed, in visa of a look of information 




/l-l 3-S - V 


03 to C-t^innUt detivi »\i * *»*-’« y 4 0 t r1 * rftat subject; 

12 /hi/ $4 i .nor.ixouvly rtc t r^' € ‘ '^J^y develop subversive set* in iu« 
concerning *&»» »* have over MOD C >0 del - P f0 b<? *«*,,.„**»„* 


fee r«t<Jinr>d on tn-e scour *“‘*“-’* — 

,*/t* f ield oovering this point » - 

*v«* co «« o c * lt<< "“' , aI<0 , r — 9, •»« 

* !, ©i th alias ( - 7j 

,1 dtotatoi memoranda dat'd W/iO/'d ta i/r. ’^‘^^or- 

EitoeUna, la eonneetlcn aitt tha r‘3 - i,otnj tnotrnoted to 

TOO J/Uirau* «o, *» rort ^tti^VL^Zete u,hethei there- mas on 


TOe Milwaukee, ••da ion. one v - wh ,ther there vas an 

explain the dtooropanotoo notod ‘ oJj , c t0 3a * e on „ admtntotra- 

inadequacy of reporting or » OC n as the 3 e explanations are 

Ve7.i”T?n?jVi\?%e™ \refvlll routed and r.co^.ndattono oonoorn- 
toy administrative action will be node. , 


* In t?;c oase <?/ ' , „ 

I dfa fated a ■■»»■*-'■ "SI*, 


% . ; 

poiiiituy out T/iot 


TOo Donastio lntelliee.ee Division has 

in a nenorandit* dated an' to follow up closed caso3 would 

closed status, and for tho duroau to /odiao up 

|ro?atro a ttoMor on than «,0M tid^oro. 

feod toon clsseo, which wotfid re^J r « . t >,J t t ?v C gwcuvives 

J>lo Donestio Intell oo^an insiruoiion to the field to 

Conferenoe, on 10/1S/.1, approve r * be administrative iichlera 

f.llov oaooo /or tfo SoerJd *» £ ^ # p?ot«oni, «o inspectors cheat 

XfX&ft ToTs iZ'eV/er. b.injproporly followed. 

I helisos ths Dmestio In-ielligenoe Division 's explanation 

\i. accept able* ' Dpon r.aeip t of 

te‘n.:ror:oL t r^ni\n , o. 9 t'%u“., t0 to outatt «. report. 


• 8 - 






Tiih refer enos to th v Dirac icr l s instruction shat r \;e 
should try hr find out from • vr.at criteria hi:: die is ion 

»o J 0} x 0 j) J 'iC , ■ .7; rr o r o.ivi jx, to tic da tea iD/U/gg Indicate; 

I that U r* • of the Internal Seev >i ty 'Divio ion of the 

{ Department, s rated that n r ■-*' 7 •; rill o'r- to ::.o in ths lay 

fs or so in response to our recent n y\orcr.d\n, end ta at iha D.-pcrci.-: 
jjaiii indicate clearly that it is using the 3cz \e criteria as used 
|| by the FBI* Uoon receipt of this rrnly, ' will corf or with 

the Department as to the Department 1 9 thinking in applying these 
criteria, using as a basis the case • 


OBSERVATIONS t 

From th&f 0 regoing review, it is my conclusion that the 

( criteria are adequate , are sound, and need no modification at this 
time* It may be not rosary to make modifications from time to time 
in the future, depending upon changing conditions . This is 
evidenced by the fact that the Domestic Intelligence Division 
reoently presented to the Executives Conference a modification 
requiring tftfield to interview persons on the security index 
concerning whom, no evidence hr.d been dove loped, refloating 
• v i» w 1 v » wv 6 (• nc e January , ^ v o Th e v rim an/ t h tin 

io insure is that the Department is aware of end approves the 
criteria being used by the FBI • Steps are presently being taken 
| tc assure this • It is further believed hmcortrnt to con .inns to 
ins ist that the Department review and adjudicate this oases pertaining 
to those individuals placed cn the security index* 


As Indicated in the bo d ?* of 

J * ^ f ■ ■ „ *■ „ v ^ j i fj c. v w.*w / i k. r ; 

end explanations arc being requested from 
discuss before the Inspectors 1 Conference 
necessity for r the.. inspectors carefully re 
field for any ir.d ic ations of inadequate r 
’ viewing and emphasising at the inspection 
agents the need for being most thorough i 
reporting of results of contacts with inf 
docs very little good to develop a large 


the field 
January 


■, ~ j . j 

intervi :’J 

!• J plan 


> 1 * 5 * 


unlei 


th ev 1? 


"era cuts arc "milked 


January 4, 1955, the 
viewing fi-J.j.s in h 1 j 
spor iiv, c nd /or i n : s r - 
co, xf or 3710 cs with field 
n the interviewin'! and 
ormants . It obviously 
number of informants 
of information of value 
activities. 


in their possession concerning subversive activities • 

J also plcu to inoludt! in the talk <sn investigative 
techniques which I till be making before the tnecrvtce training 
groups three seme points, with a view to endeavoring to i mu roue 
the field handling of these informants. 


- 4 - 
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isrrii:/ 0/ ssccm-ir nroh'x c:a?~?.iA 


100*335523 

100—11056-5 

103183701 

10 0** 2357 2 0 j« 

100-303803 

100*377013 

ICO^^r"' ••+ 


? 0 o 

JL V. - 

IO0-2.;: ad 

100-33223 7 

200-205220 

100-2 £65:. 0 

ICQ-273478 

200-305550 

10M74756 

100*23:275 ' 

200-337037 

100-3 73731 

2 C 0—5531 66 

100-134064 

100-11560 

100-379520 

100-333 

100-365530 

100-393752 

100^305507 

100-3054,0 

100-211689 

100-212625 

1C 0-532 £33' 

100-250435 

100-31 0757 

100-214294 

100-361577 

100-388267 

IOC-74339 

100-211914 

100-382282 

IOC- 17 3239 

100-34502 

100^410123 

100-273376 

100-365532 

100-403925 

100-21546 

100-366178 


100-157053 

100-267464 


100-362339 

100-105437 


100-331133 

100— 2 £0399 


100-169916 

100-51176 


10 0-2 2 50 14 

100^411320 


100-385871 

100-330272 


100-169047 

' 100-355460 


XC0-37^ n 93 

100-8P2C21 


100-53549 

100-:. 0003 3 


100-282803 

10 0-59 1551 


100-255025 

100^525241 

4 

' r-. i . -s 7 r 

100-1-8002 
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•X w -m/ ' _> w ~ ~ xj 

1 

200^40; 

100-327297 


100-89179 

100-140176 


: CO-375 540 

100-59550 


100-405047 * 

100*362356 


100^534732 ~ 

"ICO- 370423 


2 00-351200 

100-32876$ 


200-303757 

100-363227 


200-327520 

100-337043 


100-524497 

100-265124 


100-335157 

100*23 <1779 


X00-363561 

100—402343 
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/l - z / -sc/. 


WITH 


EMPLOYERS -- At a recent conference of Industrial 
Government representative o , a representative 
manufacturing company which handles military contracts 


(l) CONTACTS 
officials and 


fch; 


1 f- 


*6 

A , 


of a large 
commented 




12/21/54 

SAC LETTER NO. 54^71 


who were under Investigation by the FBI had continued to be employed 
by his company at our request in orcer to itawe t..e.r wh.reo 
readily available to the FBI. 

Further Inquiry into this matter established that the 
industrial official was in error and that no such requests nad teen 
made of his company and no such arrangements existed. 

Nevertheless, I want to again emphasize that no Special 
Agent should either directly or by inference H njH c«te to a ny empl Ityer 
or employer's representative that an employee should be retained as 
a matter of convenience to the FBI or to assist us in our insti- 
gation. 

■I In connection with security-type investigations in your 

area, the Bureau is holding you responsible to see that there is no 
misunderstanding by employers and plant officials as to ^ureau policy 
on this subject matter. It should be made clear tln.t the thl can 
make no recommendations regarding what security measures, 1 L 
concerning the employee should be taken by the company and a 
FBI makes no request as to either separation cr continued employ- 
ment of the employee. ' . .. , 

This matter should be discussed with all Special Agents ot 
your office and the contents of SAC Letter 08 , Series 1952, WJ* 
dated July IS, 1S52, should be thoroughly reviewed. 


Very truly yours, 
John Edgar Hoover 
— Director 
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December 27, 1954 


PROPOSED CHANGES 
MANUAL OF INSTRUCTIONS 
SECTION 87 C _ 


Page 27a - The foil owinc / *change s should 'Te"~w.ade immediately 
following the heading ( cJ~ Securi ty_ Index Subjects ♦ The first 
paragraph should be amended To read as follows s 


' J. Security Index subjects who have defected 
from a subversive movement. 

The follovjing paragraph should be inserted as the second paragraph: 

Security Indeor §]±PJs . cts who have P ATH 
re sorted encacejd in § ub vcj2TA N §. Q S-liNiTJ’ A3. 
since Jan uary. 

uni 6 s 3 ~bh 6 r_6_ a re c 1 1 itic r^_CL3 0ji m S k 

d^c t atjjia acains~t an interview i n individual 
cases* In the ic.tt-r c i revm s tances , °nch 
such_casc snouia ce ca±±ec_xo one specijic 

a tten t io n op th e Eu reau , to p e ther yith 

the facts rendefillR an i nte rview unde±}I 9^.ll 
*0 r fro nssihle Fure au a i~t ho ri ty.,wuet_±^ 

procurs'd for t£e?e inter vi ews in accordance 
with 67C 6hT7 )~(d) , below . 


The third paragraph should be amended to reed as follows: 


Individual s included in the Security Index are 
removed at such tiw.es as it is definitely 
indicated that their activities no longer 
warrant their inclusion in the Index because, 
of defection from a nd, re sulting inactivit y in 
a subversive movement . 




ujjtu iVLtmoruddum • 

TO i 


noM t 

'V 

subjbct: 'SECURITY INDEX 


UNITED S T A-T^S GOVERNMENT 

' ■ - ■ ffi 

DATBt December DQgrb 
’ 1954 



From 5:15 p.m. to 6:40 p.m. on December 27, 19$4, % £ec$iop?f 
Chief , Supervisor , and discussed \^ith r ^i,^jfV 

and of the Department the application of 

criteria used by the Department and the FPI to place or retain indivi 
on the Security Index. You will recall that A !r. previously sta 

that the Department was using the same criteria as the FPI. sc 

today that the Department had sent the Bureau a memorandum today stai 
that the Department used the same criteria as the Eureau. 


In opening the discussion I stated that it was, of course, 
important that the reasoning behind the application of the criteria 
in Security *Rdex caies should be similar in the Department and the 
FPI and we were desirous of discuss in g this with the Department. I 


r 


K 


'li 


pointed out that the Department h a d _re v iew e d o ver 
case^ and had approved the retention of the ' 'subjects 

that as we 


3, OOO 


of 

had 


Secu rit y Inde 
these caseS_ 
previ ously 


on the Security' Index^ I told Mr. 

repeatedly pointed out to the Department, we feel that the Department 
, should review all Security Index cases, and that we would continue to 
j hold this viewpoint until the Department would review all cases, 



said this \oas an cppxopriati on ^r.a.tte r. V 

X . * uf l v 

Dei 


; i/r 

co s e of 
removed from the 
point, I told 
reasoning in the 


'*X n.§ inted^ou^iha t fePenfly dfhe^D 


.Jt 

V X X **/■ 

partment had'teviewed^lhe 
and had expressed the opinion that he Should be 
Security Index, which we did. However, as a startin' 
and we would like to have the Department' t 

case. We went over the salient points in the 


had 


case, namely, that a known Soviet agent, ‘ 
introduced to his Soviet superior in the 1930's, although there 

was j no indication that knew the purpose cf the meeting or that 

accepted an assignment from the Soviet; that Dr. . 

\h ad strongly identified as the individual visited by anc 

his wife;, ~ " , and her mother, , at home ir 

194.6 and that the had praised as an individual friendly ti 

the, fomnuniv.t Party (CP) and of value as a good frienJd of the o ; 

movement a'nd "it was good to.Jic.ve him in the position he was in"; 'tha' 
had associated with CP. me mb' e re-, .plthou^h^h j. cla imed this to be ii 



a oicid « V only,-;tHot . 

denied registration in the American Labor Party for a period of 8 
years, but later admitted same . 


who had made the decision for the Department 
, stated that from a careful review of the reports 


Ur, 

'tiZlfllt V. *.r«. pii roll, M.t «i* *J«. »• « -«* p 

& r«» & t# r*; d ;; d the ' euent 

\of an emergency. It ~as po n ccSe m Q s the identification 

that the sign if i can £ t^ ^ tQ who?ri the rema r*s of the ’ 

0y 7 -^^ +>,„ iinni ficance of which lay in the espionage or potential 

Thltace Held lather than Communist activities; that i/ *• «*«* 

safcotace f ield * h ]d be in a position in an emergency to perforn 

itlotage or linage at the Brooklyn Navy York where he has « 3en sitiv 

lr l use. however, we did not attempt to argue the case 

Depai TmlntZ rTaToTng't's* tt°l ^ W/ect* TttTr l alts" In" tVsecuri ty 1 

i j Ur stated that in his opinion there were no principM? 

Laid down in* the Department's decision on the .. case, that the 
{Department's decision had been arrived at m the mam from the lac f 
Ycommunist activities on the part of • . \ • 

OBSERVATION : »■ .. : " V . /' ' ;i ' 

tfte fffXZf/rVal^ ^Znllf.ZV}VA ^uflV^re 

Jsecond, os a resul^ } or continued employment . JT« are continue 

hu\iu*td^ 

*in t he case. 


i-' 


• ; /• 


;v , 
: •* \ • 


•• > • ‘ V. , K\'' * ’jV*; *' *^' v '<• ’* ./• •• - •• * .* - • ‘ 


•ft.!' 


‘i * 'i\~ * 



: ‘ . . ■ . ' • r* V . * 

'* , * • v ‘ ’ :4- • 'yf .- ,■ .! 


\ ’ 4 /’V- • r ' /?.** • X i , 

w) f, S] i w \ 'i V* :•? ^ ^ ‘*5 Y* *. *v^ *?• v 

^ ** f’ v V. f * *V» »■ ^**'5 


- «n friii i rr unr - 


l/AA. 


. • ' ' / Z-l*' - 

. c vrrrnTTT 1VD SX. SUPJ S£I^J. 

IS ?SR 7-T S_£S_^JJJ L SEC OKI if -- — ■ — 

re further disc '- iasedW \t~ 0 rcnduV dated December Id, 

in line with Executive regarding uncocperati ue »" « 

23M, t ^/°i , c ^ r "io a rJtatn or place su^cte and 

ss."» sr ai; 

pereon3 ante r i *t;_ * ■’ cauae aiorup c* 1 subject when 

ma i% P AJ uncooperative with the Oouerr^nt «» « (?.«*»»<«* T 

- * h v?:i*:.T. action « »• * 6 * M ;»4r“ « J»l" ?»« **•. 

« »•“ ,^:r/ t: VurufZ *..««$• ««•? ,s 

following three £, re/otinS to 

entirely uncoopero , Int eruiews where th ‘Vi f J ~ bu t refutes 

s*cs sr-w« <./— *- 

to the interviewing agent 

° ur file3 - ....... tne Bureau it J’ollo.oinp «. 


°“ r /Ue3- . „ ««. tne Bureau £* 

j/r . poiey we -Kr.MO three cateyort« 

. rnn tfidering interview *•» jndex orcviding , of cos 

policy of eons tder & g on t he aecuri .y i f ; 3 tiqation warrants 

factors to «*ai P developed during the > i g cuelcP ed sub- 

that other in ^ or n ' other words. if mvestuga ^ o t he subject 

auch action • nast or present, on up to date or **0 

ycrsiue activiti e9 > ? ^ t0 bring his * ctivi tl( e we P consi d er intervi 

and if he is i nter ,„ n + n -r for consiaerat „ v« retaining 


- rrl either aJorucj, ^ v ^ n cirt of , 

nnilTactivi ties , past or octtwities up to ^iSterSiew* 

factor in retnin.ny 

resulting uloug ut..e- of Secljr( ty Inaer- 

V . P pleciny on md COBp Jete agreement 

t/sssrs* Tolsy uni Doherty ™ we would vsrtfgtn 

Lriting our dl»«‘ e0B3t d.r «*<» f r ‘."9 e ^ Kor ondum that 
ifn'def oaeee «/ p Sm policy ..t /ortd ohoue. 

Ilfol e{/ and Doherty agree 


- 3 - 
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r* '/•<?*/? V ArTKZUL'tXICK AXl' iJZTiUTIJff 
CXifi POttHTIA t.LT '. AUCU. WS ro 

AIM riUHTC SAT Alt Of 7HS UMI'h'2 rPATJCS 


■ r pf&s-ws 

XATIi-VAL LETzXrt 


Uy K<ra 4 «•*?••» ciun of i-eeea bcr f3 s 1354 } tee forth, in 
to cerdunae i sib', request, the central ori torlc cr standard 9 

utilize! in ca i,*'; lining another or no* individuate should be 
included an xht i lit t of persons to to considered for appre- 
hension in a-i asitnency under the ebct’ff-captt ©nod program, 

X * ho f 31 has ocnduoied end continues to con Stun interviews 
with sub issue of security type inventt gaticno where ohe 
investigation is primarily far the purpose of deters ini nr; toe 
potential danferevsnit-ee of or. a individual* These intsrvivua 
ere ; -rinnrt l’j ’directed toward throe reels 9 to develop 
inf omanis wi chin the Coununi rt Part y or other subversive 
organi icti one f to further disrupt *>he activities of 
subversive orgeat zcxions? and ;e assist in a current 
evaluation of the potential iiangereuene es of the ’.articular 
subject* 


there the subject of one of these inveoxi gati ono, 
upon interview, is completely cooperative vt eh the cev err, mint 
end furnish 09 all information in his p©oS<?3«$ *r» cad assists 
the "foverr.v.ent, or '.'here the subjeot is uncooperative end 
aixite continued Ceramist or subversive cotiviticr., there it 
no problem, in sc far as the Security Indca is concerned* In 
~the first instance the subject in removed fro* zh* recurl fj 
fndea cniP'iH the ccccr.d instance ha ic placed or retained cn 
;L;fto Security X-rdosf* between these two eatreaac., inxervi ewe 
'tex-iuctcd of subject s zay be broken dam into three types, 

?e$ follows t 

) 

(1) In ter views where tha subject fa entirely «»- 
cooperative $ such eta refuting even to talk to the 
into rut ewiny Agents? 


(%) Interviews schera a subject cooperates 
partially by ad^Wtin -j hto own past Cea»t*n»3t cr 
other tsubuersive ' ccttvt him, i>ut re.fv.s,at to identify , 
hie cote ct at ey in the fc-nnntst Pony or other 
stJjvcrcive or yani tfesi one cvJrsf''Oss to dtso'iTO other 
irfomo&tev in hi a ppacaeatrn concorni nr. szio<\ organisa- 
tions? cnrl* i 



'kk£ 


I ^ ^ V* 

/iv 


-14,'? Cl 


/1-ZS-S’f 


4 

(fi) fntaroiez:* rrhtrcin * etzhjcnt amends to 

<? ixrnf ro r r 5 y 1 ■; { ,-. • 4 o the 1 nt* rv t ezsi r>$ r, jn z.i 9 as 

boros *ut by c infinite infomazi on n jui* /fi**. 

* 


TAtd rurccu a«« fo Hotel >he r o ltcj* o/ 1 const d firing 
atvj tntrrct cvs fell in 7 \-.i rh t n s''.? cbcus ;n-?6 coze-, anec ns r, 
/cot or vu r><? ««isi deni in cor.nes'Zt on r-i ; A *: 2r.,\:i n ; , fp p^nvs-Usj 
c subject 1 s name vh *«<? ..court %u lnaes, /» 0£>i<??* ttoris, // 
f r?e s£o«* fc&* ee*.*# ' cab ^c-stvc cc.Avv.icv, pn&t or 

j>~e&cn c* pori o/ c subject, and 1/ he is intent terred 

to jririu 'i s up zo &«t< e»* 4io pravido izz csUli zional 

/tie tor for connicoro.* ton, ve czr.?i' ler interview* <n the coco* 

three cc zefo ri es 03 a /actor in retaini&z or pladn o an 
tndtuidnol oi4 ufitf Security Index, Cur policu in ah is respect 
tekeo in~o account Comma ni ss> forty instructions to Its *.enbcrs 
that, t: foe re nocsssaru, they cu--l 5 their can post Conr.nniet 
aetfoitice in n.n effort «y all'll the cic.pt etona of the : 7iT# 

Ve **1 so take fr.ao cccouni the Tontittni si, J'ortg "deeper 91 
pro-: r-s* vnereby eon* uni it tursber* ere in cv rentes zn 
disc fl&ooivte cwiel v»* entirely frex ;:o?x::ni m Party cat cities 
and remain vui recent tmil such i-ir.e c-e %\e ha.?, need zo 

vuli up hn zhett for action, In addition, -■'* take cognisance 
<?/ zhe douzumi -nt .“<&*• $7 *e "acloni cjtzt at* v or o arc* thereby 
C epon-Tii a * ncTi ?•:>••«» '.wi puclicl u *?■•»**» ns 3»vJ< # «sr=? 

in-.** s ss Zttrtrnro >< <??%,» <n irc-V-.^-r ; elf-c&horc , erd 


i; ?•:>•«» ',wi puclicla V***«”*» ns Suv.%* «r^ 


in.** s ><(?»%.» »n irc-V-.^-r ,- nn.-I elf'-c&hore, erd 

in eo rer.a€n aloof from dovszn .ni a* activities in «r^i*p 

's/i<? appropriate ts-e ry-y-ec they naj ce in a /*oc%3io?i 




</'c.T.-jui©i ^CTty through the positions attained 


a di catr&i cn ei f A h*c z:\rc, 

r 'T ttz .:uj 4 i o:i ij'ztvaer ti ? 9 J 0 S$, 

Qmcmimlji/ %h.$o nu^tur, <it vhich tine the eSevc da its t?er$ vtQ'i# 
avatlabS^ %%' .liOcsrit, fnieg and r’c herty. They ntsurr-^ed 
th&nzGtt*#* in c^v/f cf*f<* i.^e **• • 

c 3 twh f-rwh G}ay&» 'j-ta pzw •? <?/ tfc* 9 i£{j t<r - 

lASTdh'int nn: r-i tit t-he /■yens-iires being ft/llca-bd, the efm?.cnpnt 
*f the tvwi'teipa t rcZ'.tiva zhitretti, r. z/ tc ’ .a: o ejei .laolc i» 
irrt to •rf.'j fvpsvi-tzenii there prccfditrm fer ( to ciyctrtares 
in cankrcAics *ef sh the risaic& c/ $CQurt£y I hies *a*&9 Ag tisa 
Jtoff.arz!oc:o*it 

$ CV - i-Vr ■ ' ' ■'* 

Hepy.ty At to way ten era! . . „ 

4 eo ♦ 4(t99^;A0riii Central . 



STANDARD form NO- W 


shrr 

* i. ' * * , 

*y y i/ i * 


rrTV T) ST AT = j 


I DIRECTOR , FBI ( 


1/4/53 


w . I SAC, L0S_.A1LG.EL2S ■ ( 

/ 

[fiCT: SECURITY T p XTQ 

SEMIANNUAL virtii-i-. 

/ An compliance wlt'n Manual of Inductions , Vol. 3, 

Section 87C, t»se 3 1A: . L ,_- tlv5 

. office currently Lab ^ ~7/ •> -.f -- - 

The Los Angeles u*^ *-0 v -*•“* -- 

T ” e tL This office n ~p.th. 

Security Index ^ ; P the security Inaex ^ 

mation on one-,— • T ,, , nge xe 3 Office 

of arfnow'in'pro^ss of being verified id 
thf per iof of ~ the" past six .oaths. 




V,. 


HlW'r : 
1 / / ' ' — 


-ift some of our 


(F) SECU RITY I NDEX t ies in cub 

Security Index cases there ha - Further r.o indications 

versivedroupj over extenaea^iod^ and as a result the, 

subjec tThavTbeeTreta lned in the Security Index. 

in order to resolve the fol- 

herence to suDverol/e ^ r^bp^Dlstced into effect immediately, 
lowing instructions are oo be piaced ^ ^ identine d with any 

All Security Index subject * ' " , 1Q49, must be interviewed, 

subversive activities since January 1, ^ J > ^T^ainst an interview 
unless there are compelling reasons ««^ n *f s f e ach such case 
in individual cases. In r . f the Bureau, together 

should be called * ® *r« s®; 0 htervisw undesirable or i^osoioio. 
ur* r,u the facts T , 0 Dfi^ r> -/ . ■ "" infcprvicv/s in sccw ^ 

Bureau authority must te procured t Manual of Instructions, 

ance with Section S?C, 6b (7) icn 

It is not desired that ca teSory^'o? f ices 

determine the cases falling in ° of Security Index subjects should, 
having a relatively Err,a | ..,' r Security Index cases as circun- 

however, proceed to review ® d £ vlew the Security Index , 
stances permit. Lar S et ;°y^ t he Squired annual investigative j, 
cases as they are reopen ocess-ed ln connection with the 

report or when tne cases are P ‘ d emnloyment addresses. The 

semiannual verification^ res idence and em J _ i>e>j re view 

New York Office should follow the latter pi | 

Its Security Index cases to determine the identities of subjects ^ 
falling into the above category in connection with periodic 
verifications . 

All offices are instructed to advise the Bureau by July 
1, 1955, that the cases in which no subversive activities have 
been reported since January 1, 19**9, have been identified and 
appropriate communications directed to the bureau concerning int 
views with these subjects in line with the preceding Instructions 
herein. ' v 


Till I 


ini inn ' 


HITT 



fTAHOA*D wcm* NO. « 


Office Memo, 

r ■ 


• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: 1/7/55 


FROM I 


subject ; SECURITY INDEX (r ^ ^ 


During the past week 64 cards were added 
the Security Index and 15 cards were cancelled, a 
increase of 49 cards . 


£0 

net 


The Security Index count as of today is 

• 26 , 55 2 * 


ACTION: 


None. This is for your information. 



STANDARD FORM NO. 04 


Office Ax.,,., uni • UNITED ■ JOVERNMENT 

Director, FBI datb: January 13, 1955 

SAG, Pittsburgh 



j subject : SECURITY i:EEX - CC1EAB TA3BIX 

Re SAC Letter No. 54-70 (K) dated 12-14-54. 

Subsequent to a review of the files of all Security Index 
subjects tabbed GOMSAB, all ID— 122's necessary to delete 
the COI-BAB tabbing fron the Security Index cards of 
subjects, in accordance with instructions set out in relet, 
have been forwarded tc the Bureau. . 


% 


mi i ini nr *i;r 


■ TTfinn 





IKOM * 


ct: SECURITY INDEX' . 

+.h» Department celled me on 
Mr. . .it+'+h* T\+ovnc.l Security D 

January 5 , 1955 , to a-. viS' * -y ' , l cccu:jir Lo, ^ 

had received the Buread forth the criteria or standards w. 

Ht Bureau usesU = aiih 

dH!t r,® KS v s „.„ 

tft=t the criteria as ff'if-fthe crit eria being uses. 

General nc nc \^ " ’ Departmental represents, c 

by the Department.- *-nd, ■*> > - hq to discuss tne** 

Sill probably want to get _ s r ._ , ror! c ' 

criteria. I as^d sur. ^his^nlwlcdgc tut Mr. . 


criteria, i as tea /.'"I .• s '- n0 wlcdse bat Mi . 

disagreement. Me ^ ",T cme r;c >or tr.e Department's 

and he ioov.it use to criter ia which the Depart** 


and ne woi'-ic. ii-s vO uiscuwS . . criteria which the Depart^,., 

^ - — 1 *• 

the Department . 

0 „ e r and discuss the criteria end at sa-h 
we will do so. 

,, followed the apartment for 

You will recall £*;* ; { doinn GS to tne -Security 

»««« <n order to P» b ,f memorandum dated October 0 , {'-y 

the Department approved the to , he standards dated 

referred to Bureau ■•'-•• -•■' 1V50 . The Depart:. cn t, in "'• t • , n 

Lsepter.fcer J6, 1949 , .and tff if If Bureau memorandum of June SB, — 

communication a il c - ^ ■ * " . dg used by the Bureau m 

in which we discussed »he .' 0 ver-all concepts of the 

considerable detail, tncxu^ 9 oversight was called to 

litoeraency Detention ^ZlToTar^b y S -n?Sorandu^ dated iVoucmiier -?5, 
the- Department s attention »- » :- nr eau's concents oj the 

1952, the Department approved^ ~ ~ Scc ,.ri ly In icc: standards as 

Emergency Detention xro v 1 * . n /* June 36, 1951 « 

, outlined in the Bureau n,r..or u * 







In our memorandum to the Attorney 


me: 


December 23, 1954, we set forth the Security In * ex 

and standards used by the Bureau, tne data ' r* 
directly from Section 37'J of tne Annual o v x.*».ruc^ 

standards' submitted to the Attorney General are a c 
of the data furnished to the Department in previous 
and there has been no change in the basic criteria • 


S~i ;-'T -4- Jl ^ 

criteria 

Ken 

ions • 27i e 

o<7jd ilation 
memoranda 


I believe we should hold a conference 
officials to discuss all phases of the standards 
and to answer any questions they may raise • 


with 

we 


Departmental 
are using 


ACTION: 


A 



aors • 


conference will 
representatives 



v/l) 



6e heid with Hr • 
at such time as 


fw 

'art— 



and 

they are ready • 



- 2 - 



UNITED ETATE^DEPAETNENT^F^USTICI 
FEDDrlAL iJUiruj*"i'J '«'•*■ * w 


EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 


, + 0 January Jc uJrfl22- 


Dat 


To: 

From: 


Director ,_? 3L 


SA 


Field Office or Division 



SUCGESTIONj Tbat^inforira t ion present lVityped on^bac separate card 

anT securely attached vO the same Subject, ana no 
a new Security moex care - -J^I^ion goinm on the back of the car 
changes are necessary -n xni - — c insecurity index card ana 

the separate card can oe tc.-Ovj.-- -* — r 
attached to the new Security index ^a±-. 


- 3 


/ 


l' 

Its .*,***, **«* -ryy 

and residence wnach »*■ * rj"/bv’the Field Office remains fairly ecu- 
Sack of the card which is _ added oy tne *£L ^ lnf oraatl0 n over 

«tant Above proceaure will eliminate -nd/cr err.p icyment . 

and over each tin* the Subject; coa^a^*-- equal . to the amount 

Savings to the Bureau w 1 * 1 Jj e . the information on the back of an 
of time it takes a Wist to retype the i£ orffiation# In this connection 
SI card where no change xs maae in t^ are usually employees in tne 

those charged with ma-n^aim ( impossible for me to compute) 

least S. annually. (Impossible 


9 


- _p 

&T r 


"(Signature of Sug£>*stoi\ 


S\C or Assistant Director. 

Comments and recommendation of n on a BureauVwide basis can be 

xt is b'elleved that conaideraole savings on donsequently, -- 

effected with the ^option of the above b |= adopted/ 
favorable recommendation is maae 


/ 


s 


7 


xEDERAL BUREAU Or INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPAEIi-SNT OF JUSTICE 


JltTlri Ju UULt Juv 


iliu 


JN 


Division of assignment: BUTTE 


Date : 1/6/55 

To: Director, FBI 

From: 

WY.wity l'*'* oar4, e. S sta.Ua r*.» 
l * % cvr U.i. rr.n-sz card is received for the same Subject , and no 
change's are necessary in the information going on tne baaic of ohe car , 
the separate card can be removea jrom tne old Secure j I 
attached to the new Security index card . 


Current practice or rule (include nunual citation as well as facts): 


Advantages of suggestion: Th 

and residence which are 
back of the card which 
stant . Above procedure 
and over each time the 
Savings to the Bureau w 
of t ime it takes a tupi 
SJ card where no change 


s vast m.ajor 


y of SJ changes are for employment 
card . The information on - 1 


on the front of the — ■ . 

is added by the Field Office remains fairly con- 
will eliminate typing the same information over 

U O 


ib ? ect c 


ic.no es re side nee and/or enployme. 


ill be the amount of salary equal to the amount 
st to retype the information on the bach of an 
is made in that information. in this connectio 
those charged i with maintaining the SI cards are 
usuallv employees in the higher pay grades. 


The use by the United States ofay suggestion shall not fora the basis of a further elaia of any nature, 
by me, my heirs, or assi&ns upon the United States . 


i 

* 


(Signature of suggestor/.. 


Re course nd at ion s and comisonts of Division Hoad: 

It is believed that considerable savings on a 
effected » nith the adoption of the above ^sugge 
fanornh 1 ;• r p nn mrt n nd n i inn is mode th^it it JC (2 


Bureau-wide basis can 
t ion, conscqv cntl y, 
o p ted o 


be 


mb r * t ii in iiii ' rri ' in in ii i tilin' 


STANK AliD FORM NO. « 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMEN7 


Office 7AemG?c*ndtvm • 

to i The Director date: January 14, 

1955 

FROM * 


SUBJECT: ''security INDEX " - 

BUFILE 


The following is a report of the increase in 
the Security Index since the last count was furnished 
to you on December 10, 1954. 

New Cards Cards Net 

Week of Added Cancelled Increase 


December 11-17 
December 18-24 
December 25-31 
January 1-7 


113 

10 

46 

13 

37 

7 

64 

15 


m 

r 


o2o 

ou 


103 

33 

3 ° 

49 

2oG 


For your information, during the preceding 
four-week period 243 cards were added and 59 cards 
were cancelled, a net increase of 184 cards. 


The Security Index count as of today is 

26,597. 

ACTION : * 

This is for your information. 


TTHUn 


r ii ini iiirirr 




gTAfCAK) fWM HO. 94 


Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO i 


date: January 12, 


noM 


fUBJECT : 


- 

DELINQUENCY IN ~i SECURITY INYESTIGA TIONS 


SYNOPSIS : 

work by analyzing tne oacklog j p i rnrpim intelligence cases in 

1954 , is set forth herein . *Vy- 

J.?ro^? 2 / 5 .^.S 5 

cent, 2 &Ez.£» /-i M , 

V?V* n V a dJk f The ’null* of pendinc active matters in the . claeeific 
26.4 per cent . Ttie n\ w mo ~ T QJ y . rfinl from 4 021 to 4. x±( ana tue 
t*on tncreasea in tne Mew ±ortc ujj f decreased from. 1,323 to 1,232 or 
delinquent items in this nt It i8 noted that the 26.4 per 

\itVT^X% e r^ 

».« /•««*»* *»• ^ <n *?*• 

natter. 

. j. . 7p nffirps either instructing them 
Letters are being sent to 18- °JJ xce case3 commenting upon 

|n.i; ; d ^ 9 -r»°^^ < ^/,fr/ 0 rrr t i;%a r se 3 *. — * 

TMnnM'.(E NDATION : 

ond you 

administrative reports . 




/-• - / 


DETAILS : ^ , 

Sines Daoenbtr, 1951, M Mm oe:r: S nc e: 

«»* tioelee field offices having a lc '*~ • ,,• fc# , ariiien letters ts • ■; 

®or)t end since Karo*. -»5s, oil oel e pro cress in reducing tie oocssog 

- 7_Q5^ administrative reports from all off » ~ w 

rs/J ^d thi \i%TsT/bY^ 


! i - O 


nt. 


and tncreoseu ^ ^ -y; c , : 

rhtf delinquent items ce n / to 28.8 per ce 

statistical decrease of from 29.4 per ce ,. .. 

The following statistics reflect the delink 

including pending 9 active and pend * nginac * «. -£• . c ^ 

for all field divisions as of DecemDer oi, ' 

a Ina-h foUT TH OTli/hS 2 


- 7' r » T <* 

^ i *■ ^ 1-4 


Classification 


tsr> r 




Total 


TOTAL PENDING MATTERS 
CLASSIFICATIONS 65, 100 AND 105 
at.t. FT7LD DIVISIONS __ 


12-31-51 

1,314 
32, 812 
3.695 

37,021 


9-30-5 4 

1,060 
21,807 
3. 588 

26,455 


10z3lz54 

1,066 
21,911 
3.428 _ 

26,405 


n-30=.54 

1,035 
22,419 
3.4 93 

36, 947 


12-31-54 


1,050 

22,075 

J3.565 

26, 690 


3 - 



Cla3si fi cation 


Total 


TOTAL D 

CLASS I FIO A 

ALL 7 

ELI nous 

TIDES 

t» r n n T 

'FT MATTERS 
, A ED 

t/t r< t D ,r r 7 



o Q 7 — S 7 9 

mm 30— 54: 

— ** ~ .'1 
JL 1/ v"-? 

«* -> T * 

-» r* - rr 1 

525 

172 

163 

170 

135 

22, 518 

5,753 

5, 580 

6,018 

5 . 890 - 

* 

1, 719 

790 

670 

730 

671 

24, 762 

6,720 

6,413 

- r 7 o 

w, --o 

S, 697 

• 


matters, 

January 


». . following •««•«»• o' "««r 

elinauency and percentage of den J °J 


del 
31 , 1953. 


■£; ye 
since 


gate ... 

1 - 31-53 

2- 28-53 

3 - 31-53 

4 - 30-53 

5- 31-53 

6- 30-53 

7- 31-53 
6 - 31-53 

9-30-53 

10- 31-53 

11 - 30-53 

12 - 31-53 

1 - 31-54 

2- 28-54 

3- 31-54 

4 - 30-54 

5- 31-54 

6- 30-54 

7- 31-54 
6-31-54 

9- 30-54 

10- 31-54 

11- 31-54 

12- 31-54 


' CLASS I FI C A TI OHS , 

all field litis 


AND 

-r r-iT'? 

X 1/ i I O 


«ft fct*Wrr 

iicTiug xic+a e r a 


Ti/o 1 ■> n n it a n +. 

• / # » - 

ZL'J> U L, ei v __ 


24 , 098 
22, 935 
23,033 
22, 100 
21, 740 
20,970 
20, 180 
19,493 
19,224 
19, 141 
19,833 

19, 947 

20 , 520 
21,488 
21,848 

21, 752 
21,863 
22, 278 

22, 977 
22, 361 

23,011 

22,452 

23,179 

23, 181 


11, 772 

11,233 
10,690 
9,120 
9,730 
9,558 
9,411 
8,495 
7,571 
5,580 
6,655 
6,749 
7,494 
6,007 
6, 617 
6, 757 
7,822 
7,407 
7,163 
7,010 
6,720 
6,413 
■6,918 
6,697 


Pe r c 6 t- a- $ ? 

TV - “i-S — — — 

j jcjl y f » y o * » y 

48 .S/o 
46 .9% 
47 , 3 % 

41 , 3 % 

44 , 8 % 

45 . 6 % 

46 , 6 % 

43 , 6 % 

39.4% 

34 . 3 % 

33 . 5 % 

33 . 2 % 

36 . 5 % 

27 . 9 % 

30 . 2 % 

31.6% 

35 . 8 % 

33 . 2 % 

31 . 6 % 

31 . 3 % 

2 9.1% 

28 • 5% 
29.7% 

28 . 8 % 


•k 


- s - 


WW TT 





Status of Secur i ty Work jn Twelve of t he 
lar ger Off ices 

larger offices we have been closeigf y security Index cares 

end delinquency in eleeel^en 

w, — - - . 

STATISTICS FOR TWELVE OFFICES 
SECURITY INDEX COUNT AND FOR 

* im mrntPD C* 


Qf.fi ce 

Security 

Index Cards 
12-15-54 . 

* New York 

7,015 

«• £os Angeles 

4,170 

* San Francisco 

2,338 

*• Chicago 

1, 544 

*• Detroit 

1, 356 

Philadelphia 

1,210 

* Newark 

900 

Cleveland 

684 

* Boston 

679 

«■ Seattle 

. 677 

# New Haven 

539 

Minneapolis 

525 

21, 637 


Pending Active 


Matters 


11 - 30-54 

12 - 31-54 

5,349 

5,640 

2,167 

2, 332 

1,886 

1,814 

1, 454 

1 > 11 /? 
JLj 

943 

965 

999 

982 

1,140 

1,130 

489 

492 

722 

702 

394 

393 

589 

565 

260 

301 

16,412 

16, 732 


Percentage 

Delinquent 

17-30-54 12-31-54 

29.3% 

26.4% 

34.0% 

32.0% 

39.0% 

42 mO% 

en nd 

%j\j mis /o 

yf G (\d_ 

uv • v /v 

20.0% 

38.0% 

22.0% 

24.0% 

. 37.0% 

29.0% 

28.0% 

23.0% 

. 29.0% 

28.0% 

25.0% 

27.0% 

■ 46.0% 

30.0% 

21.0% 

13.0% 


« Letters being sent to offices 


indicated . See page 8 here 


_,7 ~+ n +i <t-n r s for the eleven offices 

The over-all statistics J or t folloW3: 

New York Office since August 31, 195* , J 


in. 

9 

other than the 



, rr n + +er3 Percentage Belin- 

Delinquent Matters t ( i__J. 


^ V 

i/rtttera 


, 8 - 32-52 

" 9 - 20-52 

10 - 31-52 

11- 30-52 

12- 31-52 

2 - 32-53 

3 - 28-53 
3 - 32-53 

4 - 30-53 

5 - 31-53 
8 — 30—53 

. 7-31-53 

6 - 31-53 

9- 30-53 

10 - 31-53 
U-30-53 
12 - 31-53 

1 - 31-54 

2 - 28-54 

3 - 31-54 

4 - 30-54 

5 - 31-54 

8-30-54 

7 - 31-54 

6-31-54 
9 - 30-54 
, 10-31-54 

11-31-54 
12 - 31-54 



7,589 

60.2% 

50.4% 

12,611 

5, 732 

43.9% 

11-367 

-- 4,957 

43.5% 

11-266 

-4,844 

41.9 % 

11,148 

4,578 

43.8% 

10,937 

4,696 

40.6% 

10-730 

4,358 

39.9% 

10,721 

4,019 

30.7% 

10,069 

2,88 7 

37.2% 

9,411 

3,447 

39.4% 

9,277 

3,532 

42.2% 

8,964 

3,758 

42.3% 

8, 908 

3,616 

37.8% 

8,547 

3,249 

- 31.4% 

8,60 1 

2,785 

. 30.4% 

8,845 

2.871 

' 34.1% 


9,434 
9, 552 

9,814 
10,288 
10,168 
10,201 
9,840 
8.839 
10, 31V 

10,048 

10,669 

10, 557 

11,063 

11,092 


3,261 


33.6% 


3,021 

29.4% 

2,998 

31.5% 

3,209 

39.8% 

3,920 

37.5% 

3.679 

32.4% 

3', 348 

- - 33.4 % 

- 3,364 

32.7% 

3,438 

31.9 % 

3,376 

34.5% 

3,822 

• 3, 720 

33.6% 


2 , ice m ade a ^^ui^Vltelly- 
During 1953, the claasi/icotions as the security 

unguent matters in the set ifouercbe r, IS. 53, 19S 3 t 

Action »■> «• ««••?"' ’par cant /or th •/££,?,,. to 43 par cant 

liniUe c n ent j5i« * as red “,« e dalin?nnnci/ o/ 76 / er r **f daii^nancy 
SS4?"S ^n ’January*, Mi M. *■ ££r£ * 

curity olasstftca^ ^ ^ ^ reduced, J-we^ Saptambar, ^954» ( “" opp 


[t nguency ^s\lTreiucf euen fur - - cant in t a 

J °Ton V s. ’January* »*. f ”^4! 1954,. to 

curity classi/tco It ojoa reduced, ^ September, ' J954 * cropped 

l.?* r,s & “-ri?y deI<n5tl 

cant. In October, ISM, 


- 5 - 

- main - r i in Hill ni Ill III II I III 



\ 


„ r ' ■ -» -f o ^ r*r r c & z c m The „f ^ f & 

to 30.9 per cent and on i/oi? emcer *0^ j. * .M^t" zero c~ dace c/ 

in each successi ve ^nos ^ v:'' a 'J Vi C ati oni ^icA tad existed in ih ? _ 


* ^ -f ~ -f v ? 

» Ct fc* > V wCi * ' s w 


delinquency in ta * oc; "^‘ ! S^Z"SL r b~s been ^ oil owe a on a ^egu^ar »z s > s 

New York Office since tn.it* .^uver r.u o uc; 

i/ie 

». »r«i* 

still further progress. It2 sec n V % cent a new low for that 

past month from 29. - P S . T c VI +ive security cases increased somewhat 
office. Although pencmg ac a vejecu. rity ( tc 5 540 /or 

in the Sew York O/ficjJr^^ 1,577 as 0/ 

iSm, tp"ij,*4si as" 0 / December, 1254. 

The Xta York Office has 

- pending active matters in the ^ a ^r.. r ^-imztelu 22 per cent 0 / ~ ; 

entire field. Tms °ff c J TV+We Vlas si fications throughout the 
number of delinquent ive^s 1 f ,, other offices at the end oj 
fUli. Yheaaerage c^u^.^fl otnerjy^ TO , ;y eB r.r* 

^delinquency was 26.4 per cent as previously novea. 

The bulk of the New 7 ill e ; ZC \i C s i Z rte d numVeV7f pending" 
classification . _ 2>w»» liallifi cation in the New York Office 

active matters in the ^ cla fo nuabgr Q j. de n n q U en t matoers m 

increased from <±,0x1 *0 , • A 7 p£3 to 1.232 with a statistical 

this 0la3 f/ff s U 9 ver c Int fJr November, 1954, to 29.9 per cent as 
decrease from 3 X.v jper ceno jv 

of Tecember 21, 1954. 

7(n1 -,- ej_ SecurjM »° rein the Paining Forty OJlicjs 

The remaining forty offices are listed in 

percentage of delinquency on f’ statis ’ tic ., reflect the ' 

»eaer,er a fl954; » ^ 

rheXi *r.T^»/^wS “*• 






Active Matters 
11-30-54 l£z3Jjl££ 


* Albany 

* Little Rock 
*• Milwaukee 

«• Dallas 
« Baltimore 

* Charlotte 

* £2 Paso 
*■ Norfolk 

Indianapolis 
Knoxville 
Oklahoma City 
Salt Lake City 
Buffalo 
Denver 

Washington Field 

jge Loui sville 

Pittsburgh 

Sa vannah 
St, Louis 
Atlanta 
Cincinnati 

JSf cn set s 01 f if 

« rjp — 

jz y ► 

Phoenix 

Houston 

Mobile 

New Orleans 

BirtArgham 
San Diego 

San Juan 
San Antonio 
Anc> orage 
Memphis 

Richmond 

Portland 

Butte 

Honolulu 

Omaha 

Springfi eld 

Albuquerque 


340 

37 

269 

92 
690 
110 
43 

51 

16S 

40 

51 

59 

624 

167 

947 

51 

367 

34 

289 

76 

360 

103 

195 

~ 72 

62 

45 

136 

36 

220 

156 

53 

32 

45 

67 

111 

61 

34 

60 

93 

77 


363 

31 

269 

82 

632 

113 

41 
66 
172 
35 

42 
70 
578 
211 
922 
52 
326 
28 
276 
91 
373 
89 
202 
78 
68 
52 
145 
35 
205 
149 
51 

34 

35 
96 
127 
56 
34 
58 
104 
58 


Percentage Delinquent 

U-30^54 1 2-32-5A 

28$ 44 % 

16$ 4£ >, 

20 $ 33 $ 

12 $ 30$ 

28,8$ 38% 

25 $ 37 $- 

20$ 37$ 

22$ 37% 

18 % 35$ 

30$ 25 A 

ie t 25* 

22$ 35,o 

4 if 

15 $ 33,v 

S4 $ if 

41$ 31 £ 

29 $ 31 

6$ 31$ 

24 $ 31% 

21% 30$ 

35 $ 20 $ 


22 % 

12 $ 

21 $ 

20 $ 

28 $ 

37$ 

32$ 


19$ 
29 $ 
21 $ 
8 $ 
16$ 
14$ 
27 $ 


20 $ 
20 $ 
20 $ 
19 $ 
17$ 
17$ 
16$ 
15$ 
15$ 


J » 

♦ *n offices indicated regarding delinquent status . 
* Letters. sent to offices 
See page 8 herein . 



1QJ “7 
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The following figures illustrate the progress of the forty 
as a whole since June 30, 1952 , as reflected in the admini strati 


1- 31-54 

2 - 28-54 

3 - 31-54 

4 - 30-54 

5 - 31-54 

6 - 30-54 

7 - 31-54 

8 - 31-54 

9 - 30-54 

10- 31-54 

11- 3C-54 

12- 31-54 


Pending 
Active Hatters 


8,417 
7,778 
6 , 928 
6,198 
6,126 
6,129 
6,228 
6,080 
6,103 
5,936 
5,864 
4,897 
5 , 611 
5 , 146 
5,095 
5,050 
4,987 
5,180 


5, 250 
5,562 
5,997 
6,079 
6,174 
6,733 
7,022 

6 , 910 
6,728 
6,710 

6 , 594 

6 , 787 
6,449 


Deli nquent 

Matters 


3,842 

3,156 
3,054 
2,109 
1 , 279 
1,703 
1,691 
1, 554 
1,515 
1,542 
1,414 
1,726 
1,577 
1,358 
1,323 
1,219 
1,087 
1,355 
1,301 
1,444 
1,347 
1,431 ‘ 
1,327 
1,710 
1,522 
1,590 
1,520 
1,410 
1,398 
1,519 
1,477 


Percentage 

Deliji^^uent 

45 . 6 % 

40 . 6 % 

44 . 0 % 

34 . 0 % 

20 , 8 % 

27 . 8 % 

27 . 2 % 

25 . 6 % 

24 . 6 % 

26 . 0 % 

24 . 1 % 

29 . 3 % 

28 . 1 % 

26 . 4 % 

26 . 0 % 

24 . 1 % 

21 . 8 % 

r> /» ^ *1 

a o « j. /« 

24 . 6 % 

25 . 9 % 

22 . 5 % 

23 . 5 % 

21 . 5 % 

25 . 4 % 

21 . 6 % 

23 . 0 % 

22 . 5 % 

21 . 0 % 

21 . 2 % 

22 . 4 % 

22 . 4 % 


Lett ers to the Field 

As noted previously , on page one herein, we are sending letters 
to 18 offices either instructing them to take appropriate measures to 
bring ike investigations in the security classifications to or maintain 
theniin a current status. Letters are being directed to tne offices 
indicated by asterisks on pages four and seven herein . It will be noted 
that the security delinquency of those offices for the month of December, 
1954, appears in the extreme right hand column of the two lists on pages 
four and seven. M 



////Crw. 
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V- '• ' ■ ' /■ . 

(i) MISTAKEN IDENTITIES - SECURITY INVESTIGA xIONS -- Your attention 
is specifically directed to Section D, SAC Letter Number 121, Series 
52, dated November 18, 1932. Therein is pointed out the necessity 
of avoiding submission of reports containing erroneous identifica- 
tions. I wish to repeat at this time the- imperative obligation of 
all employees to be sure that all activity a r. tributes to Cue suo jeets 
of investigations does, in fact, pertain to the inCiviouais under 
investigation . Several instances have been noted recently wherein 
activities of individuals with names similar to those of subjects 
under investigation were Incorrectly attributed to the persons under 
investigation. In each Instance addresses were available for these 
persons and had appropriate background investigation been conducted 
the errors would have been avoided. Investigative conclusions must 
be based on facts rather than unsupported assumptions if we are to 
maintain our standards of investigative accuracy. At your next con- 
ference of security Agents you should bring this matter forcefully 
to the attention of all Agent personnel. 
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January 19 » lv 55 ■ 



Director t FBI 

°jzcmjnjis^ ust ^ 

the names of v . d in tr.e r^m P • iralV ic,^l~ 

index. irffalS^et ioolly. ^^Je^isted on 
are arrct..^ ^i~c designated 6* i S fnfomatton 

c° min *f‘%lee: Following eaon ™f e> % r / au file 

VcfZtir,: l*. ^\J%ldoiioe covering w» 
nurtoer c ‘-" . t - r ? individual* 

residence oj w given 


° f . , 4ftis list M 

It is rcgucsoea ti~* 



Note_onJ 14 ^ c fj^o? the Specif 

desisted groups are. 

, mvernment Employees 

S|^i^” sies 

tt GoveTTunsi r^nl ovees 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

TO i DATE: 1 / 21/55 

FROM » . 

subject: SEC URITY INDEX— C ' ‘ ' ' — * 


During the past week 5 2 cards were added to 
the Security Index and 9 cards were cancelled , a net 
increase of 4J cards. 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26,640, 

ACTION: 


None. This is for your information. 



fT momo mm 10 . «4 

Office lJkmo?Mdu?n • united states government 


DATE: i/I*?/?? 


PROM 


f 1 £R ♦ 


^tT7.V) • ' * 


ft 


rnpaPs^mmjSDlX. LIST 


f • i ' ( 

. 


• i lief fis of JaTlUarV 1955* 

The Security Index list as oj : ith for - 

has teen prepared. One ^Pyj>f^-%{ entUrt in his 

transmittal to ir.e ^£eV vital records maintained 

personal cuszouu - 

at the FBI Academy , 

BECOLlSipATICN: 

— ' ^ 1 *^ 4 . y* p 

to th/h? 

to j,riL * p ■ f jjg aU es • 


Reoi stereo 


2 . : 

attached 1 
Quant i co, . 
Index list 
action has 


Thai upon recta-, e, 

ist with the other 

personally destroy 
i r* n * s possession 
been iarzen. 


place the 


vital recoras m 
by burning the 
and note hereon 


L '-s ^ -- 

wa inzai ned cl z 


)ld Security 


\.o 

• j 


n 


V-- 


, t thereafter, this memorandum he returned to 

' ..r -p/ attention, 

J ^ r i / / ; 

I to V*i‘ / 


Attachment (1) 

RECOrt^* 

•52 

WGO:mjt 




(6) 

cc - 

Ur, 


■ * f - r *t***.?f ■* S' ■ y * 

CO - 

Ur . 

r , ^ 



cc - 
cc - 

A.'r . 
5/1 C. 

; *<- ' •- 

jan : 

cc - 

ifr . 








January 26, 


1955 


FRCFCnm GIIAKGE IN 

riv-'/i ~j y t r Crysy 

iXLi w 1 J- C-i* C/‘v 

/ jr ? j / .! * J 1 " 


-a *--Tr-? * r 7 


The sentence under (V (A) on pays 2QA of Section 6fC of the 
Manual of instructions should be amended in its entirety to 

reed: 

(A) Any individual hnoxen to be currently 
engaged in espionage activities . 



Office Memorandum, • united states government 

TO * J DATE: 1/28/55 

noM < .. . 

HTBJect \ SECURITY INDEX - C ^ // 


During the past week 37 cards were added to 
the Security Index and 19 cards were cancelled , a net 
increase of l8 cards. 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26 , 658 , 

ACTION: 


None, This is for your information. 




r 

4 k 


,c:-i Attorney Ccr.crai 


Jar.u7.ry ?7, 


Director , 2 ; I?I 


t-.^o /• — — JfLV A*7) rrzn.’Tiou 
i • .. , . - : -i ■ « ‘ ~ ■'- rr - - re 

7 r 7 n , ••"-"- 7 ^ rr.s.^r idiD 

Ji/._ -* ^ r'.V-V r- -r. -v.-.—— ~ 

.,r ~n«rr/f Q? * • Z ^ . 

•' e ■ .*. /•' .- O" — -./ v * - 

n „ frr-t'T'e io made to mt rnemorcr^m to the , 

"to the general criteria or 

■-«»«'■ «>• .. 7 :,'-,“ 4 7 t-S ftr e^rc-rMo 

IS )7e~'7--~ J d' : ditr the abosc-cepiiontd srogra.. 

I C/J c ***v / V 

-£ ^ 7"C£vvt2 0'i Oy . ,f 

* L r\~ T./ ' ^ t-^3 held on ^uniuu ./ - 

Cf rri-r r Departvxnt gju 

29 SS, _ ist; - ; ' 7 /f 7 Sr a «««i discussion^ .-■2d 

this Bire.au a :.” T Z 7 ^ ^ f -r> •? r*--r-;~r& S 7 :« 

CTi • ' ' " . , ^^,-rr -ji'ia no <*rt;u 07 iii&~ 

e0Kf * r *J£ e > C ZV^iJxe %r*rtr?nt end this Bureau on J he 

criteria or concepts reyjiru*^ c ‘ of revolutionar. 

*v^r .^Tjf ~T7 ?• ‘ ^ Ca^hl VH& 

die-oaiz’.ona memorandum. 03 

■ criteria or c j7„i?cJmivc hut ere need 

December 2 ?J, r- tether teere are 

ce guidss , ■:- ; ' -*-• _- J ; /y?' 

' ! ‘ ~ u, 7Z7. ^ a* “'hro us' or potentially danger 01^ 

consider ire a P-r«cn ‘y;>* r gantry at the tiaa of 

to the internal s.SuUi itj 0/ *> v 

nn eueryah'jy* 

„ . ,-.j~ r *tr,aien of the criteria it vaa 

felt that 

C&r+rrMi icati o n rec>ua ^ r .•,.„// w 

c urrent en-j 1 w 1 ^ e ^ . .'.-t.U * * 

yhe matter has t«en ; : r 

S’ "? ; : ;ti: 

injc;ci /n espionage activities. 




... *1*2 trx ye ini crJ 

Thin cr.c.:.'je ,y'“ iJ the Security lr**zx 

" r;..r 5 .^ C> ‘" ';.; ••• r-rr.ru: 

j «••'-« :i-Vi inearrcnt 

^ sWi “ sd * 

res Bf 11 i* **• 

-rinsiderat ion c,i^^ 


con.- iteration & * -*"• ;;* 
■SteourUy efi^* »a. 




if WSU&UZ' 




Office Memorandum • united 


STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO « 


DATS: 


1 / 26/55 


/A ** OM * _ x 

7 /) (mV 

roper: ■'sgswm-tmssx- 

Bufile 


.J 


J * ■* w 

, . _.j 7 /ce/BB I advised that i^r. 

In my memorandum to you dated connection with the mure 
of the Department baa coni ac me for th the or, ten 


Jeter o> to the Forney Oenera ^ aMesi s r 

tr standards which the Bureau uses indet Section with pass it 1 

potential dangerousness oj an indivia j ,- r . said that 

inclusion in the Security Index. . fn0 t ^ S e criteria and that 

the Internal Security Dtv ‘l’ 07 JJ J f is ‘‘ a aT eerJnt with the Department s 
there appeared to he no orcac* du* ^ ^ to discuss th e 


inclusion in zne ocuu* ^ ^^urfuivn these criteria 

the Internal Security Divl ffi il ^ n 1 Tisaoreerr. lent with the Department s 

SISSHe**** *»**#&- 

Xise 2 mat a;s Division shoula ao . » 

and I Tnet with & in* 

On 1/24/55 , Supervisor Depart ment's Internal Security 

and Ur. . at £ that They had carefully reviewed the 

Division. Mr. listed in the Bureau's letter to t _ 

Security Index criter \ 12 / 21 / 54, and that there was no . are< t°/ bu ° 
Attorney General dated 12/23/5 > a nd ^ criteria u*ed by 

agreement between the Bureau « 

the Department, -r. ^ < 7 2/21/54 

J po inted out tafcen d) rtf til? from our Z'anual 

letter to the Attorne d { , Offices and were in sufficient detail l 

0 WoT/ZTiiTancT to our field personnel in evaluating ^ case. ^ 

recommending cases for the ^f Zplrtlent adopt a criteria exactly 
intended to recommend that the uep requested to be advised 

fisVt out in the refereuoed f^^fflie criteria arc leing consider 
at any d see that the Department is so advised. 





suggested that we might wish to consider reuxzrd ina 

item A in the criteria for the pur cose of clar if i n. It reads . " 

Any subject of a current espionage investigation. " I told him 
we would be glad to cons laer the point . I explained to Air' t h -> + 
in every instance of that type names have not been — 


Securi 


JL i u, 7 L <y 


engagement in current espioncae activity has 


, u 7 .3 ariu. o 133 V 6 rS l vs 


l 1 , . , 7 , . ' ~ ^ ^ ^ c Uuh, u l u i. L, u a 

been e^tablisned oy investigation. 

Both Mr. and Mr. understand ti.a t - a"* 

vary ina decrees o T ~ revo J,, i ir.r.or-. .• ^ ^ ' 

activities and that the Security Index criteria o *■ 

are not all-inclusive buz are used as guides to assist in 

determinin'? whether there ere ~ 7 - - - 

investigation for considering a person dangerous or 'potent iai in 
dangerous . 


as guides to ass 


It is recommended that item A in the criteria be chanced 
]! . read . as f°Uows: "Any individual known to be currently enaaa 


i * . . - . ■ ,¥ ” w ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ * - v ^ u. u e neaped 

|>zn espionage activities." This merely clarifies the point and" in 
yno way affects existing Security Index cards. 

ACTION: 


If y ni/ approve there f.s ntt.ne.her 1 n letter to Ur 

and a Manual change. An S ’AC Letter is not necessary -o\ 
change since there is no change in policy. 




STANDARD FORM NO. (A 



cc iviemorandum • united sta 


TES GOVEja 


TO : 

FROM ; 

subjects SECURITY I10BX CARD STATISTIC! 


DATE: 1/21/5? 


o 


The Security In d - y hn 


- -v, ^ A f cr- 

t i ~- w ~ ? > > 


a f* T a v- ? i <>» *****rr 1 s CAT * • . , J ^ ^ ^ o o. w 

°L Jauu3A / lr 3 -‘-V.O. This is a net increase of 2?9 

• 9 C OV®’* 1 act O-c* 4 -%- 4 -^ 4 . _r t . r/ 


- v — • j — ^ ✓ 

• 9D over last month 
communists. 


c 


— j ~" r j/ or 70 • I,* 


. , . £ detailed taele is attached in duplicate. The 

+£« ei ,v^ 0W + S i S 19 55? the distribution of 

%L S jT CtS by flGlci office i nationalistic tendencies, 

? f e *’ race .? ana citizenship. Also the number 
attached" 1 ^ 1 v are £no;Jn « A to abbreviations is 



KEY TO ABBREVIATIONS USED IN SECURITY IKDg& 


AL Alien 

CS Comsab 
DC Detcom 
KF Key Figure 

NA Naturalized 
N3 Native Born 

TF Top Functionary 

UN Unknown 


AEP Atonic Energy Program Enployoes 
BUL Bulgarian 
COM Communist Party, USA 
ESP Espionage Subjects 

FGE Foreign Government Employees 
GOV United States Government Employees 
HUN Hungarian 

ISL Independent Socialist League 

TPr* — ~ — — a- 

V* Vi CIWU4U v/u A W UM 

M3I Muslim Cult of Islam 
MIS Miscellaneous 

NPR Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico 

PPA Proletarian Party of America 
RUS Russian 

SUA Socialist Union of America 
SWP Socialist Workers' Party 

UNE United Nations Emnloyees 

UPR Union of the People for the Establishment 
of the Republic of Puerto Rico 
YUG Yugoslavian 


! 

- ra : rn nr nan hit 




' , v ‘ * / // 

• 4 w/ 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


(\ *9 1 DATE: January 31 . 

V' ' 1955 

V. FROM I 

SUBJECT : 

Eufile 



Pursuant go' tnc r ecomaenda tions contained in the 
x memorandum from the Executives' Conference to the Director 
dated January 2f, 1955 > captioned "Security Index, " a 
proposed SAC Letter ard appropriate llanual' chances have been 
prepared. The Executives' Conference memorandum is attached. 

ACTION: 

The proposed c^AC Letter and llanual changes are 
attached for approval. 

For the information of the Training and Inspection 
Division, the SAC Letter should be prepared and sent to the 
field immediately due to the urgency of this matter. 




J c - 1 


Pago 2S b - 


VT\ c:-z:,zd c:iu.:r.d 
kmiijal '•? ii;^z;ujtic : is 

t r -*> vf^ ^ r » * $ ; r* *■* 

.,.^ 10 :, U A . ,/ 

4 y '*•'■ y, 

following the heading -"(l) Purpose," under "B# Security 
I:h " the third paragraph chcuid be to read 

as hoi loo, ei 


«;:o action shall te tohan srainst env individuals 
induced in tns Becurisy I:.: or: encevt upon 
anther inatica cl verrants her trre-; cr authoring tic-: 
her other action against sue a i.m vie, is cy tat 
;.t nr:."" femoral* " t ' *.\- ; y 


** ** * ' y *-■ 5 ' i * 


/ •* r**' 1 






liiaerl the following as a separate paragraph irt*.eciatGiy 
after too heading “(2) Poterainaticn of hanger ousnesc eh 
aa Individual < M 


H*i*Vir> f*r>T T r' H *■' ■■* ^5 j\ 1 4 ^YotCPS Vh^d vill 

her eh r :. - r. ? o : -m ee j n ■: • npX'li”>'' V'h/ .•• ' y hYh hlf' : - 1 


C hj , ✓ [ _ u, .. J t j j. . - ^ 

li fnoii in >.•■ c c frira k 


k . % ; *. . h , { . s v r it * ei i - : ' > « * A 


Page 29 b - Insert the relieving as a separate paragraph ironed ictchy 

after too heading ,,; s 4) l.eccnuondu tio;i3 *cr, ar»u prepare ties 

of Security Index cards i " 


"The £pec 5 al A rent in Cher re r - jell rer.vyml?.- 
rccr ~rnn:: i_:n x ;citric:~i eh h-h .; , - 0 n .• _ * 
dec- lorry r.. j: y ;*•: , 0 , ..•. ■ -.-. .... / _ * - . 

f ■ ‘ - ' * J O ./ * r — . . . V * *, ‘ - ■< l. - ■ - --■ ^ 

mer e t~TTI x~y , ryeh " 7 _ _y :■■■:> -.c; :; > .• : -• 

< fhlce a X.:iQ i;i.GV" nn ■■•- v..l< rm .•■- •y e . . n .-•• ■ ■ • ; 

f e.h.i . ..re n: v . • _. v .. :.. ; o . ■ 

i * V. *. t/ hi. -X V* . . Ai vJ • OX* 4-* **«.'• ■ r. <•. • *. . C ' <. t . 1 *.j -< ♦ • t 

hTr~r.rvx..i'r« " 


« 




'fcr© 32 * 


At top of pa -o , t'r'Vidi atoly aft,' r* caption ~C.ina-.-Ilc. 
and roircvkl of cards frca th > active f c-.rity la 
Insert the folio -in ■* ar a s^jaro. ts para --ra*. hi 


- 1 on 





- V \ r 'fj - 
/-X. 


A-v > V: V ..■** 

c 'v. * < * ' 

., A* * 

In Reply, Please Refer to 
Fill No. 


irr^: f v;r. ai-ii-jiiion 

o’li' lu i ; , C'/i 1 1 1 !’• 1 <•> b 

Sivb x_ - .*i ttW* 

UNTtiJO STATED DEPM1TMFN T OF Jla.lCE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

February 2* 1955 Washington 2s, d.c. 


i 

(A) SECURITY I ED EX — Due‘~To”“be‘' present grave and tense inter- 
national situation I so. deeply concerned over our Security Index 
Program w.iicn in time of national emergency represents tne Nation's 
most powerful weapon in combating espionage, sabotage and insur- 
rection by preventing dangerous or potentially danger 
from remaining at liberty. 


^ - T r J ^ d 

O iiiu> x / X \jk CL b. O 


There. ore , 


U l -t 

the Bureau for 


ai: 


! >1 1 
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and curnnse 


I want you to know that the Attorney General has advised 
me that he does not nave the funds or manpower to review the Secur 
Index cases but that in an emergency he will direct 
whose names are then included in 
apprehended . 1 

responsible for 
Index 

gency . ... -- --- 

name in the Security Index is supported and justified Vy suxiici 
information concerning subversive activities or revolutionary 
tendencies developed during thorough investigations to estaoliso 
grounds for detention in the event of a national crisis. 


A C! 


the listing of all names included in the Securit; 

n wrier, will fallow at the time of an ear 


We must be certain at ail times tuat t 


re listing of every 

ovi * A 


The failure to have the names of all dangerous or poten- 
tially dangerous individuals in the Security Index at^ the time of 
an cmorrency means ws have not fulfilled our responsibilities in 
the security field and we will not be in a position to prevent 
sabotage, espionage, sedition, insurrection and strikes or slowdowns 
directed by subversive elements. On the other hand it is essential 
that only dangerous or potentially dangerous individuals are listed 
for apprehension in an emergency. 


In that connection I want to emphasize to you again the 
absolute necessity for bringing all pending security cases to a 
logical conclusion where investigation remains to be conducted be- 
fore a determination can be made regarding inclusion in tne Security 

Index. 


In view of the importance of this matter I am holding 
each Special Agent in Charge personall y res po ns ibl e for each Security 
Index listing in his office to be certain tuat eacri listing is based 
on sound grounds. 

The following instructions shall be placed into effect 
immediately: 
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rerseral i 1 


recommend 


; if ices having 
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1 Each Special A.crent^ in C bar & e v S V nd e x^a t id the removal 
the inclusion^ ^Indcx/excepr in those _ 

more" 1 than 1,000 Securlty^inaex^^uoj^c^- xn Special^Aeent *£ curlty 

in esarc. or Bureau-.-, 

Supervioor . • file on each individual 

o fin ^mediate review of the case ^ be 

l>s* 

these case s^are^ reviewed^ in^ccnn-3G0i^a^^a-^^^-^^ v ^ VJ g^yQ,j^ti3ve 

toll specifically te*^f^J.^rx 8 «^iUaii; f this conpre- 

qoeuritv Index Cara xs w-i-<=-i = p *-p1v certain that ail 

bine fji fo ma*ce aoboiu wcij ^ , . +- n 

r»o\H PVJ 3G thXS U^w.e . ^pr*pn bv ?y ou to 


tne 

hensive review ac th-S - . -, or 

X&W. clsSs^In sou*. 
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determii-- 

Esc a Special Agent in -‘“rge °“““ iSb 3 ?ctS"Tn the Security 
disapprove the retention of tne names Mvln3 r.cre than 1,000 

Indent this time, except In -^off.^ approvals or c ap- 

rsonally^y the specie p? =on. ^ g~ r 

hir'L? e .^v5rfr s,an^e 5S Ue L to the c Burcau 

y?, ° individual memorandum i or each oecur ; individual case 

memorandum shall be submi W Jl 'memorandum must act forth 
ard Shall reference this SAC Letter. m or removed from 

r h e to ouarly rene 

soundness of your decision. 

The reviews must be completed within So days^rom^ 

ception of'ibe New^oru' 5 ? flee where the reviews muse be complet. 

within 6 months. have m ore than 

no’ fon^be SecSm^ndexVt' "this 'time. 1 Chicago, Detroit, 
1,000 names on the oecui x ^ 
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Los Angeles, New York, Philadelphia and San Francisco, In connection 
with the above instructions both as to adding nar.es t' or cic la tine- 
names from the Security Index and the review of 'all Security Index 
cases the Bureau is making the exception in offices having mere ti.an 
1,000 Security Index subjects because of the .volume of work in those 
offices. She Bureau instructs that the reviews and recommendations 
in tnese matters in such offices be shared p roportionate ly by the 
Special Agent in Charge, Assistant Special Agent in' Charge and Bureau- 
approved Security Supervisor, 


Each Special Agent in Charge must keep an accurate record 
of t’ne progress of the reviews. An airtel must be submitted to the 
Bureau each Friday after the receipt of this cot .du n i c c u i o n until U t 
project is completed setting forth: (1) the total number of cases 

to be reviewed during this project and (2) the number of cases in 
which the required data has teen forwarded to the Bureau, Each airtel 
is to be captioned "Security Index Review." 









STANDARD FORM NO. 64 


Office lS/[&W20?Cl''ildui7l • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO 


FROM s 
/ SUBJECT: 

/ 


£ 


DIRECTOR , FBI 

S' 

SAC, PORTLAND 


^SECURITY INDEX; — ^ ( 


coy.on - ia 

PORTLAND DIVISION 


DATE: 2-7-55 


Re SAC letter 5U-~70 dated 12/lLf./5kt uaragraph (X) 
captioned "SECURITY INDEX - CCMSAB TABBING" . ‘ ‘ 

In consonance with Bureau instructions, the files of 
all Security Index subjects tabbed Comsab have been personally 
reviewed by me and the appropriate adjustments have been made. 


As of possible interest, on receipt of referenced 
SAC letter, this office had a total of 67 Security Index subjects 
tabbed for Comsab. Upon the completion of the review, we now have 
23 Security index subjects tabbed Cornsab; or, a reduction of > ! | J| 
such tabbings. Work list is being retained in instant file with ' 
copy of this letter. 
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Off 


Ice hietnorcnduin • united states govern 

DATE: Feb. 2 y 1955 


\f ic\r 


TO 


FROM I 

subject: ~ security index - ;; 


Jn accordance with the Director f s instructions there 


fT h 


residence and business addresses of all Detcom and Cc: 
subjects in the Security Index be immediately verified 
with the exception of those shat have seen cr.ecvea °~\ 
within the past 90 days. (The Detoon and Com.sab clas*ij icatiun. 
include all Security Index subjects who are consicerea 
exceedingly dangerous who should be apprehended prior to 


others in the Security Index. ^ 


t of'uti 


Qs r > 




I 'iis'i 

All offices mill advise the Bure n ” by air-tel 
February U. 1955, that the checks have been made. *ny 
office which is unable to complete the work by February 11 
1955. will advise by cir-tel the number they have beer. aoj. 
to verify and the number remaining to be checked out . 


The offices will also 
Detcom and Comsab subjects 
together with tne date the 


list the names of those 

who cannot be located 

last known address was verified . 


The original of the above air-tel is or. Plastiplate 
and is being retained in Room 15G3 . It may be procured 
for initialing by calling Mr. on extension 2355. 
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To: CC 4 DIUNICATICUS SECTION 


FEBRUARY 9» 1955 


RADIOGRAM 


O 


, ,, . .+-J5AC, SAN DIEGO 

Transmit the follcnr^ng message to ' ATT£l/TIOiV: JLC RECTOR 

&r: 

' SECURITY IIEEXN IE "TELEPHONY CALL FROM I NSPECTCR 
TO BUREAU FEBRUARY EICET LAST. INSPECTOR'S WRITE- UPS Y/Im 
SKCs COERCES RECEDING APPP.07AL CP. DISAPPROVAL OF SECURITY 
INDEX CAGES IS SATISFACTORY IN COMPLIANCE WITH SAC LETTER 
NUMBER FIFTY FEE SASH EIGHT PROVIDING SAC HAS PERSONALLY 
REVIEWED EACH CASE FILE AND REASONS FOR RETAINING IN OR 
REMOVING FEN SECURITY INDEX ARE SET CUT IN SUFFICIENT DETAIL 
TO CLEARLY REFLECT TIE SOUNDNESS OF DECISION. EACH 
RECOIDENDATI ON SHOULD EE FURNISHED IN INDIVIDUAL CASE N 
COVER IEHDRJJWUH. PE SAC PEC ON ENDING CANCELLATION OF 
EXISTING SECURITY INDEX CARD . SITUATION SHOULD BE HANDLED 
IN AC COR DAT EE WITH EXISTING INSTRUCTIONS THAT PRIOR TO 
CANCELLATION TIE SUBJECT SHOULD BE CONSIDERED FOR INTERVIEW ^ 
UNLESS REECES ARE FURNISHED BUREAU VDIY INTERVIEW IS UAL \ IS.-. 
OR IMPOSSIBLE. NO INTERVIEW SHOULD EE CONDUCTED WIThObx 

A-' \ v 

PRIOR BUREAU AVERQRITY- 
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STAMOANO romu NO, M 


Office IvLemorandum • united states government 

to » date {February 10, 

1955 


T . ROM » 


SUBJECT: 


REVIE7 OF SECURITY INDEX 


SAC spoke to me on February 9 regarding the ; 
review being nade of the Security Index cases in the field,'' 
Ee advised that there are some oroblem cases and he wondered 
whether the Bureau was in any way changing its standards for 
persons to be included in the Index, 


I advised him that the standards have not been 
changed as of this time , that the Bureau recognises there are 
some borderline cases and we are going over some of them to see 
whether any changes should be made. However , at this, time there is 
no change and the review desired is exactly in accordance with 
the SAC Letter which calls for the review, I. told him that the 
Bureau is considering , and will probably adopt, a change in our ,< 
DETCOM procedures whereby those persons tabbed for prior ' f 

apprehension mil] he w x+.r inf-ed +-n individuals on whom a strong ’ 
case can be made showing immediate potential danger of espionage, 
sabotage , or disruption in the event of an emergency • 


I told him that instructions would be coming out to 
the field on this I thought within a few days and that his 
review of the cases should take this into account , 
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TO 


HOM 
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DA^’S: 


O 

subject : SECURITY IIIEEX 
FBI File 


• / > 


cffic 


T 


By reference from Mr. 

Jn CiT* tt '•* •* 

1955, regarding certain teerr-. 

tte^spect^ 

preparing ‘ ’ "* 

sufficient 


'X 1 






Inspector 

to cci^ao:;t 3 lTi c^ca cux 


4 * a- ^ ' 

,D u : -u 


Lons 


to comuenx an ^gA* *d a s’to whether" a copy of we a 

In tne Liao our* • u ~.“7' i TAl.M'u bureau b' r 


iis pec eor’S 


t.hft SAC * s consents suiuiuv.-, — r — . - .— ...-_ 

Uover ncnorandUE in eachcase would ..be suiiiae;,^ %““:r,„r.r ; 


requir)Aents”set out in SIC hotter Itober 2 ’ 

- , n 4 - o n i T'-'d 3 . Im^aICaVu lviA-.* ~ ~ * - i 

«». V V — ** W *1 — ^ * .- r* * SI >-.■*» 


each* SecS ity~^deu ; V~ advising vhether the SAC approver or 

disapproved the Security index listing* 

Inspector stated that in certain cases he va^ 

„ _ ~ o 'n cr - r * r * inTi^v ' T lx? r/S or iL-lC w! viC .^3 ^ *■ * t 7 -, ., . 

ftoal decision'conckning retention or canceiiar.cn o. 

Index cards. 

Inspector. toq^ed as to the j™^ e ^ s cases 

followed in connection. vith tb« re/i.- .of ....... .:.. t0 .. --at 

as outlined in nnt n^oer ^ -A* ovc rhe retention of 

each SAC shall personally approve_ or^Q 1 ^ or r^/ as t0 vlwtncr 
names presently in tne becuiivy xusx^»^ ♦ t ,a..,..,. ;t .| g -j a Security 

the Si^C snou^a rcti-^u .^. n ^ n( , +^ ri removal from tne bocviri^y 

Index subject prior to recc^enoin* “‘ ti0 p S in Section c?C 

of the Manual 5 f Instructions or whether the removal snou-u oe 
?ecormendod without a request to interview. 

Inspector requested to be advised concm-Mnc the 

| questions raised by radiogram. 


) 




RKCOM-IENDATIOIIS: 


(1) It is reco mm ended that Inspector ^ he advised 

that the Ixs-oc^or^ write-up in -so oh v ri 'v* mi ax case along 

vith the SAC l s comments will be sufficient to answer the 
requirements as set cut in 11 letter Humber 5^-8 ^ providing tne 
SAC has personally reviewed, tne inaiviuu.au case ix-s ana eacn 
write-up sets forth the reasons vhy the subject trpu_- ^e 
retained in or removed from the Security Index in suiiicient 
detail to clearly reflect tne sounaness oa tne 


(2) It Is recommended that Inspector be advised 

that prier to f sc emending the cancellation of an existing 
Security Index* card the SAC should consider requesting Bureau 
authority to interview the suojeet or lurnish a saoisiactory reason 
to the Bureau reflecting that such an interview? is _ Inadvisable 
or impossible m accordance wioh existing instrictions in 
Section 87C of the Manual of Instructions. 


(3) If you approve, there is attached a radiogram to 
\ the SAC at San Diego, marked for the attention of Inspector 
I advising him in accordance with the above recommendations . 
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TO 


DATB^ecrz^ury 9,1955 


rxotA i TEE EXECUTIVES 1 CONFERENCE 
subject: SEC UR ITT INDEX 

The Executives 1 Conference on February 8, 1955, 
consisting of Messrs . 


cor. s'idered problems 


affecting the Security Index including the concept of «»»*»»? **• 
lsecond £ sroup"to ’6e arrested ’in the event of an all-out emergency yf 


BACKGROUND: 

As of February 4, 1955, we had listed on the Security Index 
tor detention/ in the event the Attorney General's Emergency mention 
Program goes into effect , a total of 26,705 individuals. Of these 
10,820 (Is of January 14, 1955) were listed for priority 
hated on leadersnio in subversive organizations suca as t..e Cu,,,*niSt, 

■ — e. Dn ie + »i J V * + Pn -n + U rtf' Puor+.n Prr.O 


Or* v* -4-1 1 __ v v 

Yt cetera; past training in Ye’piYnYge or cabotage; information 


Cm •» J- ■ ; 

« v»l vj/ J 


*+ rpfpr/l* vast ZrCLininu pn cout,unu.y* w/ ~ j - </ 

reflecting past or current activities indicating That t e in ivi u 
may be violent; or persons on the Security index employee m 
having access to Key Facilities « 




- The extent and type of activities of the individuals on the. 

Security Index varies and consequently the potential 

these individuals varies accordingly . In tnc event oj a 1 unite*, du* 
arave emergency such as war with Soviet Russia wherein the fighting 
Hot place 9 TutiUe the continental Unite of the Unite* States it te 
8uaaested that apprehensions under the emergency Ds»en*ion Frojicm 
be"liuited to those persons having a strong potential for espionage, 
sabotage or disruptive activities , leaving the remai,.aer of th v 
Secure’ Index for apprehension in the event the emergency assumes 
such proportions that the security of the nation demands ex tens ion 
of the arrests to all persons potentially dangerous to country. 

This latter situation will exist in the event of imminent invasion 
or attack on the continental United States itself. 


I 
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UTWCF.Ak'DUlf FOR If?.. 


In order to implement this concept of ■’rccnry 

Retention Pro or cm it 'Mill be necessary to chance our priority 
classification in the Security Index to include only znose 
individuals who Mould clearly constitute an immediate and strong 
danger to the country as potential saboteurs, espionage agents, ana 
disruption ists • This group would be confines so one j ouj.cwmg^, i 
of whom could be shown to be engaged in strong subversive activities , 
current or during the recent past: 

1) All top functionaries and key figures (These are the 

leaders of subversive organizations who implement end carry out the 
policy of the organizations .) 

2) Currently active Communists (active withir r’ - pact ycc-J or 
members of any basic revolutionary organisation when there is evidence 
of one or more of the following: 


(a) local organizers or leaders ; 


c T) e> *» n 7 +y*n r* V r> n n 

*' * 9 9 ' * C? " 


Far Eastern Institute in Hoscc:; ( Ths3e 
were special liarxist-Leninist schools 
held in Russia for picked individuals .j 

( c ) experience as picket captains, strong-arm men, 

or active participation in violent strikes , riots , 
or demonstrations ; 

(d) persons who have made violent statements or who 
are known to have strong revolutionary tendencies 
as evidenced by their activities . 

3) Persons active in the Communist Party underground ; 

4) Any other individual whose activities , past or present, 
regardless of membership in a revolutionary group, cacarly and 
unmistakably depict that he is a potential saboteur , espionage 
agent, or disruptionist in the event of an emergency . 

In each of the above categories the individual case will 
stand on its oum merits. It is estimated that this group tabbed 
for priority apprehension will be less than <5 000* 




UEUORAi rom. FOR 


The remainder of the individual on thejlecuri.y -r-e 
be listed for cvorehension in the event o,t~ an st .. 

wherein the country i* S ace *%‘™ ITdivYdllls "will, 'nevertheless, 
security measures. *ach of these ' n ±his countrl! and there 

present a potential holding ud his awrehension at the time 

will be a cajcalajed rw* »» - - ■ tfce priority 

group. There are, However, certain definite advantages to .mo 
procedure, such as: 

7 ) The Bureau would concentrate immediately on those 
indtviLaU labelled most dangerous during the first few days of 
an emergency • 

B) In the event the war 

g-?.b 

%ntonentaYVrine\ P le that the li VLVf* —efc 


rUrlGaTrienZ'UJL yi w ^ ? -0- 7- - - — 

tsue- 

criticism at a Icier dctc • 

0) It is felt that under this procedure the lureau would be m 
a posVtionVlniwel possible criticism u >th < ° Bt 
+hn+ it souaht to avoid apvrehens ions of tne full Se^ur * y 

until the olerriding considerations of security has , d on the all-out 
emergency demanded that this be done. 

We should take cognisance of certain disadvantages to 
this procedure: 

1) As all persons on the Security Index are considered 

potentially dangerous , there llolp/will 

\V^V£Ww. et cetera, detrimental to the 

security of the country . 
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p) rf tae aDprtneif* » u/ - ,, nr 

. V*. u/S+ 3 C re very likexy to jj.ee or 
the necessary, ae«« 

raking tneir ^ 
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!&«%* °/n tn?e rsrounS 

underground no w or - aP Dre/iens ions in this group will 

ZWyXlX % * ‘» *** — ^ 

1/ tM. »r«cM.»» /or $£**«’ 

•//««*> * fe « /!«« *4° Us llrTen'treviev of Security Ini'* «»««** 
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priority apprehension . 
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ICS • united states government 


to i the direct c 


DATil: January 25 , 
1955 


prom » THE EXECUTIVES' CONFERENCE 


SUBJECT: 


° SECURITY INDEX - P-- '!.!• 


consisting of Hessrs, 

certain problems -rail 

the Security Index . 


£«5, 1955, the Executives' Conference, 


? d 5 u 


, considered - 
in connection with 


(l) The Hcnual of Instructions , Volume III 3 Section 570 , 
page 26b 3 where she purpose of the Security Index is sea forth, 
states in para "In preparing and maintaining the Security 
Index, the Bureau is acting only in the capacity of assembling 
the facts concerning she individuals involved for referral to 
the appropriate officials of the Department oj Justice for 
their consideration and decision cs to action to be taken at 
a time of national emergency ." 


i /mt T* mc r* t nr\ir\Pa^mfn-r\^4 


A w V — • A « i «• ^ f 

w r m ^ i. ) > 1/ I jV/ UlO / * 


That inasmuch as the Attorney General ias advised 
the Bureau that he does not have the funds or the manpov)er 
to review cases on the Security Index, to all practical 
effects, the decision rests with the FBI as to who will be 
apprehended in an emergency . Therefore , the above phrase elegy 
should be changed to read as follows: "However , in preparing 
and maintaining the Security Index, to all practical effects, 
the Bureau is making the decision as to those persons V)ho will 
be apprehended in the event of 1 an emergency, inasm.uch as the 
Attorney General has advised the Bureau that he does not have 
the funds or manpower to review the Security Index cases." 

, (2) Section Q7C (2) lists a number of factors which should 

be considered in assisting in a determination as to an 
individual's potential dangerousness . Among these factors 
j { r . felt that the following were very weak: subscriptions 

to publi cations of a subversive organisation; contributions to 
or collection of funds for the organisation; end refusal to 
furnish, information or to testify regarding membership or 
activities in a subversive movement • 

,itC0!!0tU-6i 

In the i nstructi ons following the listing of these 
and other factors, the llanual staijjp "It is not intended 

f ^ ‘ 
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m”Or.AM)mf FOR THE DIRECTOR 


"that an individual shall be deeded dcncerous merely because 
one or more of the foregoing factors are applicable in HU case 
However, these factors should be considered as indicating 
loyally to .a subversive organisation , thereby cssistir.c in 

7/n7'indYn°H % Zh€ . da y er0 J usness 0r Potential dangerousness 
of an individual suojec * and whether he should be included in 
■the Security unde x unaer tne standards set forth below." 

±\V' n Ga /n ter - ta i 6 3Zandard3 utilized by the Bureau for considera - 

for inclusion m the Security Index are set forth in detail . 

th'e T f°ail°n n ^ e 1 lt + Ct l at tf l e Manual should more clearly state that 
the factors listed m Section 870 (2), and particularly the 

V l ha\i( i aC f t n 0rS - 3e i t f .° rtk ahove > d ° not of themselves constitute 
a basis for inclusion m the Security Index • 

Executives^ Oonfersnc e__Peccr.mendaticn ( Unanimous ) : 

.. . Lhat following the title under Section 87C ( 2 ). 

Determination of Dangerousness of an Individual " the ' 

tuiTe Ur or ty Ind l X: " Tke / ollc " ir 'S is * lie! of faclorl which 

Will be of assistance in determining the dangerousne ** nf nn 

an ° are not Zo ho considered as standards 

f in Section 870 ( 3 ;. w ' CUrlty Index > os such standards are listed 

(3) At the present time although by SAC Letters the field 
has been instructed that the SAC is responsible for uroner 
investigation and evaluation of Security Index cases, them i s 
!}. ° .f Pfci,r } Jl^fquU^snt^ g at th e SA C, shall oers oncllu Tfview 

r s cnjj_e_ i ncl vded in 

t; f • Zllih g L i wh±l £__t h c r.c i ma ' £f~" 

tnev cas es ce bough t jtnjto -aate, analysed “ Tvcimtecfat 
annually , b y zl : .e 

_ 

regjn recent for a re newed ^recommendation frcm_ t he'.fiel d~at 

a n U i ime f 0 7* r/if? r n n t* nimm n *' J r- «• « ^ -i. .a_Y . Y 


leas t 
l r. trie c cO'fe" 


t r. e 


V£P.i e cc on t b e S ecurity Index . 


Exe_cirtfve_sf Oojifej^ pncje Recommendation (Unanimous ) • 

+ho Tha t a * SAC Letter be sent t0 -the field, cautioning 

the field as to the seriousness of inclusions of names of 

persons on the Security Index and pointing out that the Bureau 
is, m effect, making the decisions for arrests, since the 


- 2 - 
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cl * r t G • 4 v / 

.4 Iso * 


Department of Ji^soics !igc nov a so, zppsr c n o j,y w*±± s^o arj'C 
for atiorne ya ~o o t c v * € u g n ci cp pv o'J o s u» c r* x- tic j. g 3 * c > >. s • ■-•■' -i o o ♦ 

( that this SAC Letter make it the per coni responsibility of 
the SAC to make recomm.endati ons to or cancel subjects 

for the Security Index, except in those offices having. -ore j 
’ than 1,000 Security Index subjects in is, men instance the 
recommendati or,s m.ust be made by ike SAC , AS AC , or zur sou- 
approved Security Supervisor. (This ’sou Id include Chicago, 
Detroit, Los Angeles, New York, Philadelphia and San Francisco . y 

This SAC Letter will further require the t art immediate 
review be made by the field of all cases on the Security inaex 


at this time end that the SACs ( except as i 
six offices) personally approve or disoppro 
the present subjects in the Security Index, 


indicated in the aoove 


v j * v . # w » v ■< 


, u 1 t y o s* .y 

iem ctgticc 


)rovai or 
on each case 


disapproval to be se * j'orth m inaiviaucz memcvcnca on eacn case 
to the Bureau setting forth the reasons why the subject should 

be retained in or removed from the Security index . 

The Executives 1 Conference recommended that this 
review be completed within sixty days by ell offices saving 
less than 1,000 cases j all the remaining ojjzces within s>0 
days, with the exception of New York which will have a deadline 
of six months . 

If you agree with the above, an appropriate SAC 
Letter will be prepared . 

( 4 ) Relative to approval of cases for inclusion in the 
Security Index , the present system is that the individual 
Supervisor handling the substantive case reviews 1 the fi legend 
either approves or disapproves recommendations from the field 
as to inclusion of a subject in the Security Index. The 
recommendations of the individual Supervisors then flow through 
one experienced Supervisor who likewise reviews ^ ne file and 
makes his recommendation. If there is any disagreement at this 
point, or if there is not a clear showing as to the action to 
be taken, the case is referred to Section Chief Baumgardner, 
and if necessary to Assistant Director Belmont for a decision. 

Execjftvvesf C_on£ejycnc_e £eccrt7.".erccir.t ion : (Unanimous. ) 

The Executives 1 Conference unanimously felt that 
an additional step is desirable at this time to insure that 
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icz r.y" doctor 
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the plcc~-n~ of 

ax a high level, 

► n t’if e '.i l t j ■ 
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* ^ 0 ■' ~ J 
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..." ^ ' V' ■ ^ . ' * r i — * ^y ~j j,pcrv i $ or * 

j xae supervisor m Charge of this work; 
the Cr,ic y of xr.e Ir.zemal security section or Inspector 
„* • W ^° is in charge of the Internal -Security-Liaison Branch 
oj uhs es»ic intelligence Division. In cases of d-isacresuent 
the case will come zo Assi szanz Director # 

n 0 1 e c£ t hat t n i s ZD *L 11 t hr 0?'* ^ n r del i. ~r i n h 1 ^ . , v. _ f, y-t 

tives of the Division already - Z r.-*'_ir: z very he aw aosicn~>ent 

however, ix will be worked out. 


The Conference further 


the field review of the current Security Index sub iects~ are J 

received at the Cert nf 

by the Dor.esx 

(5) Hr. 


of Gove 


ic Intelligence Division . 

further "e core: 


t:.e cases wi±j. reviewed 


'.vs 


tspeciaxiy qualified Agents be oroughx in from, the" field ' 'fn-n 

*the purpose of instituting an independent ~ ^ S~ - ’ 

of the Security Index and to act in the role~of'"de'viVs advocate" 
m making such a review. The remainder of the 0 onfe~ ’ nee 
recommended that this not be done , as ix was felt that the sxevs 
outlined above were a more desirable approach to the problem . 

f-J 1 V on agree j we will be guided by the recommendation 
oj ohe majority in xhis instance* 
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SUBJECT : SECUPSTY^I/JE - . 


W- 


I have 


relative to the Security r nd 

' & . * __ * & n o r*o nr 5 ? 


studied «. o»rr.»* «»•*«««"“ 


/*•* ,c 7 ^ 


Ind^X and 


to the 

the criteria to he used in 


rsitiTiuc i/v «■»'- c, • - .-u v <; index* The Bureau cbvio<*,ulg 

facing the nines of persons °* JT^TTcis for referral to the 

% gz%» 

listed on w»^° ► i» — » •*>> _ , ^ •+*} ^ dec i s i o -■ ■ - . , 

all practical standpoints, is 1X ' be -taken into custody m ofte 

wfcose nane is placed or ] ±he in FB r U1 be held responsible for any ^ 
event of hostilities end th~ j 3- ilLSt ifi e d before the acmmis or* oe 

improper arrests whif. ccnnot oases of those persons 

or judicial boa res ~ ^ * 


taken 


into 


c us tody . 


r 


Ji is 


#W -#*Tt 


yi o o ri *j£* 


| A 1 i* ^ 

Hnie manual 'provisions f 

nsiate,-"'/ 07 ' 

Bureau 
"c one err. in g 


obvious to no 

+n nlncino the n.ai 

in this respect 


ir*~~** 


* ' ! ^ 

.v'iterva ‘- ■I 

- ■ -t- 


I W 

^cVd strict 

. es 'of persons on this index. 
are somewhat misleading. ^ 


' 0V V,T^4n l prepTrifg~ind'n^intaining the secur is 
sranpie In prepare, 9 . ««e=Mw} 

is a Cuing only i -• * . referral Jn ■ ■ p 

+he individuals involved for rej er 


the facts 
appropriate 


is challenged. 


Bs " s “«-1£»“Ss : is thairy. r,n.ssi- 

of a national emergency a - eyer ,t our action 

1 Some o/ the /actoro to to oonoidered^ determining £ 

TVoTfvl% £ to 

,™ ins of a subversive organization , ^ i- Refusal to 

lor collections of f^T/o testify regarding mepkership or ocUvUi 
\ furnish information or to testiJJ j 

Li c o subver sive mov ement • ^ " / f ' 

The manual, tit^resrect to the handling of the~e case ^ 


/ 
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in the field, merely states- that 


rn 1 :ne nanvjL , , „ 

t/i e U Agon t ha n dJJji.O JJTL in 



Office of origin should subr.it a for-, rec ovnr.endat.ior, rn i^n i 

mere is no specific r^cvir^ --n- , . ' 1 * . * *" x< '*' ' J 

shall p c rs c n - ’ T “* ■ - * ; - — . * - J ' : - * y v>; - - - r 1 ■ 


;ie w ci n r. 


V. • . . ■ ■ j ■ ■■*■* * w * w w t/di'u D rou l O & ~r r* r* -h v -*• -* ^ 

\“ e 

>v < ^ ..- : c-.ca c.'.c, evaluated. 

» vy *--.' — v- : -' . •_ .-.V * • --i 

.. , , ^ would Hide ho recommend an SAC L*>i±°r „ 

fie+c as to the seriousness c *° i - r «. „ ^ 

this iist and pointing out that me" a re" in effect rating thT1> f , ■ 

. /or arrests since the department of JusticfhH r ? ?*f *”’4”"* 
Jftii -.ot arrange / fr attorneys, to Vepiea, and o op rove Zc7 finals i ' 

* * k y ,p>” . V • 

I \\ X r°v -~hrr-^ ^ ' V...:. 

jo/ the SAC\ to rake such ’ rscoYnenlatdY YlYtXi'Y'Zt " : ~ r? ssioij.ity 

J J rg 3j? on s i j 2 g /r suc/i^c tion-s^ except as xo^XevY York as '■ indicated below. 

lithe approval .resent 

II cU^fuperam^y one 0 / r-snj fno^ha?:dl. e "thiYtyle 

II rewi eSp— ^-' 77 .^ ?„ /;!" '"ff.ZY :. ^ v;50r * s 


J reviewed' b- p a op roved. 07 o^e" - . ^ ^ ' c . 0 ' iS 

and cans upon ' r ' - - „■■ -- ^ to review 

- • - , '' ,v " ' to- - -c.-o,- 000”.. , /.ues z icnable or r -t'Ct <•■» t ^ 

or cases of dica-r-er* r> - ov , _ • j. .? 0 ' „ . " L r - ; ' ■-■--.•-o, 

» a - v/« -c ..v... „ or; rtj srreu to the office of ir 0 "cp^i n „ 

v ^ie/ 0 / t/ie internal Security Section. Hr, - / f jeo . uu f" 

and then if no decision is reached, or i- r a -e° or a . decls L l °n 

they are referred to H r , f or decision.^ ° * ‘ " " I " r ;a - por ‘^ nc ' i -’ 


.. „ , ‘S’cat 0 / Government it is rw r^correr -n +* o- +hn+ in 

inttvidZiy* Z^oLuiT™^^^ of 

the Internal Security 0 Se c‘«on^°^ J^ector * J{ 

overall charge of the Internal TTel^rit~'Z Li‘>i*o- W„-w, 

Iboizcstic^ Intelligence ,1‘ivision. /> * * one 

. , field both active and inactive subiects nn'+hin 7 ,*~ + 

^e clicked each 6 r.onths as to t/;eir wherccboHsV reVect to 

]!l + t n lV / SUhjeCt 1 Si there ls a requirement that the case be brou-b 1 - 
up to date , analysed and evaluated annually by the submission oY a 
■field report . However s there is no specific requirement for a ^ 
renewed recomnenda-tion from the field at amt t±mo ^ ^ . 

j|o/ the person on the Index. f U ^ f0r the OTt, * M ' 

„ , I would like to recor.r.end an annuel consideration bn the 

{IJ'L If °th actvue and inactive subjects as to whether the oerson 

fc'' 


Q «/: 



X an advised that in Jew Tori Cttj there are ajrotinaiely 
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subject 
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CZ IV 

up 

as 

it r 

i To 

rk in tn 

' CO 

es have 

ue 

ijC+tz o jm a c 


jquired of o tr. 


% tin? ffev rork does have a program of reactivating jhe cases 
are observe/ to be one oldest at the *ine they make tneir o coma, 

check on whe readouts . 

In Hew York City , in view of the volume of work, it would 
J.siifsor^ , VW. >, 

It the foregoing recommendations are approved , within a 
% .,*{ :i%t Zril* of time we would be able to effect a review 

l\l°fZn a Vet fA^Ziefl^jeote in tne light of our ourrent respond- 
hvldilitico, as poiniea ou, aoove. 


X. Subiect to your approval, I will discuss the above 

buojecu W y to see whether tht 

1*POO^~ enactions veicr. the i-,zecu<, »ve* - -v -■ -* v . ^ . 

/ are any reaswu^iuny w*c.« <•-- ~ w -c 

^ go 


V> V 
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, 1 1 / r 

1 / r j /' • 


»v includir.j ^^t on r^^tun ****?%&. 

• Subject sympaens^c^ ~o ^ ith rC scect to oases already on 

notations urxier mi a r~~a.^j. _ -* v2 t 0 ^ed of professed Cnineze 

Security Index mere ev ^“ / ired t0 direct separate letter to 
s moat hies, field sail b- f e< l^ ir . • recor -x.ending consideration 

Bureau pointing out this acoelop^n.^ < irerents Jm enable 
of subject under mis program.. * £ and t0 nake additions 

Bureau to keep close cnec * on these lists ana 

and deletions token necessary . 


EEC a 


idJi -=■' . . , . 

2. Attached Js proposed 

ing purpose of program m> . Chinese racial extraction ~o 

recommended Security Index oard^a f C (q) instruoU ng 

indicate cn form under '-- ce > JK>fr ca7lcellatio n of Security Index 

that all comxoxmicazi Extraction rust specifically 

cards on persons oj Cr.mese rac.ui extr ^ instructing mat 

mention the Chinese racial ex r-c^ s / curity In dex on non- 

i oith respect to ?zcvj ■’ f -fl chine form FD-122 must indicate 
Chinese s ; and ( cj instructing further z.-az 

- ’ ? -- -s;— ! r Z fid Cl ‘ Z . . 7--- rP 1 . ri ijSd id L» 4 — < -* </ ^/* 


r/V"".,:- in^nna. * ana iej j 'Id; ml ; - tier. 

i,n i o ", d ~ pnii.vi £ v Sna esc wnerc 

istir.g cases on nor.-Cninese on ~ consideration under this 

veals Chinese s f r ^ i _ r g l directed' to Bureau pointing tnis 

ocram separate lezzo* ggtgp fft . ~ r . iiP _ r nr oar am. 


existing cases un Zd rrant ing cons i derat u 

reveals Cninese s ymp ami m v ^ to Bureai 

£2 J £d iffPffjfhnPPhiih 'under program 


o Tt is recommended the Statistical Section make ~ 

2 . it * s r , c on invent the connotation .mm 

arrangements ??cora amroved ID-122 forms. Attached 
* Other - Cninese o .. al+ r^dex now of Cninese racial 

is a JisS o/ aii persons on Se ^ l „V;eJ. f hi recording of the Its. 
extraction vaich ryJA - Chinese •" sr.culd enable us to n.r. 

“j/flfen rf/es c^Ycte Ust of persons on Security In*** of 
Chinese racial extraction. 
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time subjects w no will be considered for o r i o rib 7 of arrest . ~ the 
time of a:; emergency are tacoea Dec com ana the Detcom classification 
includes subjects who are tabbed Comsab, 


Henceforth, it is planned that' the individuals in the 
Security Index tabbed Detcom will be arrested first in • the event 
of a limited but grave emergency. It is not anticipated at this 
time that the ether subjects in the Security Index will be arrested 
under such a situation. (In the event of an all-cut emerge:-.:.-- all 
subjects whose names are included in the Security In._ex will be con- 
sidered for immediate apprehension. ) 


In order that the most dangerous Dersons will be ar- 


rreher.ded during a lirr.ii 


below the new standards to be used in deciding w 

for priority of apprehension and Detcom tabbing. 


ive emergency, there are set forth 


1 T 1 U ^ t n t V J J - - 1 . . -'» -» - - • 

* • AH'w vviuuuv oasbiii^ xo UVJ ue UikJCUUb iflUtlU » 

2. Each Security Index subject should be considered for Detcom 
tabbing (priority of arrest] who falls within one or more of tm 
following categories: 


a. All Top Functionaries and Key Figures. 

b. Currently active Communists (.active within the past year) 
or members of any basic revolutionary organization when 
there is evidence of one or more of the following: 

(1) Activity as local organizers or leaders in the 
organization, 

(2) Special training at the Lenin School or Far 

Eastern Institute in Moscow. . 

7 

(3) Experience as picket captains, strong-arm men !\ 
or active participation in violent strikes, riots 

or demonstrations. 

(4) Violent statements or strong revolutionary 
tendencies as shown by their activities, 



///tvs if c C"< o 
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/ ty " 


D ^rs°n” - 2 c t i v 3 in t h ? Co nnu n i s t P 3 r 


underground 


d • 


Any other Security Index subject whose activities, past 
or present, regardless of membership In a revolutionary 
organization, clearly and unmistakably depict the 
individual as a potential saboteur, espionage agent 
or disruptionist in the event of an emergency. 

Subjects who will be tabbed Detcom should comprise a 
hardcore of subversives. Each individual case should stand on its 
own and the decision to consider a subject for priority or appre- ^ 
hens ion should be based on the subject's subvers: 
revolutionary tendencies. Bmp' 1 
will no longer be a reason a lorn 
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In evaluating each Security Index case it will be neces- 

SSI"” V v, 1 j £' S V V« civ-* u i u "J — i. to « ~ *• - — *-> u u •/' U 1 ^ *- 1 -* *•* * w ^ y — 

with the review of all- Security Index cases in accordance with the 

- ■ • ^ ^ r . 1.. -^T , . — 1 _ c: c: --}«-> -T- /-n /-} IT ^ nrtn Ci mr O 1 Ohn T Y> 

Instructions in cr.t u'Otn n uti.t. >>-•- - ^ ^ ^ ■> ^ • ~ 

submitting your personal recommendation for retaining a subject 
in the Security Index you should also submit your recommendation 
regard in?, the Detcom tabbing as indicated above along ’with your 
reasons why the subject meets the new Detcom standards in sufficient 
detail to justify your recommendation. If a subject is tabbed 
Detcom ar.d Corr.sab at this time and you are not recommending the 
Detcom tabbing in accordance with the above instructions you should 
submit a ForrfFD-122 attached to your Security Index recommendation 
in order to delete the Detcom and Comsab tabbings. If you are recom- 
mending the Detcom tabbir.g in accordance with the above instructions 
and the subject is already tabbed Detcom, you should so advise the 
Bureau and Form FD-122 need not be submitted. In Instances in 
which you are recommending the Detcom . tabbing and the subject is 
already tabbed Detcom and Comsab you should attach a Form FD-122 
in order that the Comsab tabbing can be. deleted. Of course, if the 
subject is not already tabbed Detcom and you are recommending such 
tabbing under the new instructions, you should attach a Form FD-122 
to your Security Index recommendation in order that the Detcom 
tabbing can be added to the Security Index card. 

There will be instances in which you have already sub- 
mitted your recommendations that a Security Index subject should be 
retained in the Security Index. In those instances it will be neces- 
sary for you to recheck the individual case files to determine whether 
a Detcom tabbing is necessary and to advise the Bureau in accordance 
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with the above instructions. 

In order that the Security Index .cards subject; 

who are to be action 

in^your^of fice^you sguld'beguideo by the following instructions 
regarding the arrangement of your ueuUritj 

1. Each Security Index case f should be v c ^^ e ^ d for 


Detcom tabbing wr.etr:«r vue - Unavailable 

is filed in the Geographical, — ^ ‘Iv,—* is no 

Sections of your Security t-a^dino the Se 

change being made in tne ^^e^in'those’ three sections. 
Index cards wmen are .0 be 1 _.eu -n 

0 The Geographical Section of you. + ", 

should bs divided into two distinct parts. ^ rare ^ot r -™> 
Geographical Section snail 


it 7 


card's 


, . v, J ~ ,-> 4 - c* 
uu,|cb o o 


ire tabbed Detcom under the new 


*0 o r» 


T T 


O! 


rrraC'hical 


instructions set index cards for all 

sub J^cts™ that 0 are 3 no^ tabbed Detcom. 

3 . in Offices 

and by eBplsynent -t will - - th at the cards tabbed 

SSc^SlU be'soparated* and maintained apart from the 




cards not so tab 

4. You should continue to file^one Security Index card 
for each subject in the a kdown°what soever . To 

alphabetical oraer with no ou..rr br..a» Im3ex cards ln 

assist you in read-iy ioen i- « ^ ^ tabbed Detcom under 
the neSlnstruStio^ra^oio^d > metal tab shall be fastened 
to each such card. 

, future s Detcom tabbings 

For y°dr iniormation, in Che - 3 to you will 

are approved the ot.cu.lty in line on the 

such C ca?d wm beit Lped ^ »»*. 

?hat1ards W t^ric^cL are properl, 

filed. 

2/10/55 _ 

SAC LETTER NO. 55-1- 


- 3 - 



mv ^ Tv^~.- r — 0 r a Security Index subject should 

The De-c.;tn t~ A -<-* - -r,a t- - u z'r.yS.z submit your 

be afforded your pc-roor.ai_c-nt-.ue* I ' £ ^ r ~ t h 1 r review and 

?n r -K U e tl ^^ ; 'Tp~b«ndiinm" this matter in • connection with your 

in bh- - J ^ - .y;*. o v : . - raS o 3 V ou should meet the deadlines as 

review oi an uu-u^.j ^.h'^nar.,, o ic^ Security Index 

now Detcon 

pwtion of Th*'C«ocra?Wcftl^Sectiwi of jroup^S«cwlty 

the Bureau “'^^^^I'vu,I' : c^sent Detccm tabbings in your Security 
changes made — : r;: ...... -^-r^-dat ions under tne 

indicated in SAC Letter Number 55-0. 

In view of the new and separate breakdown in the 
Geographical fee tion of your; fec^ity^nue^ t or — -- • 

Will r.O 1 OHnO-/ . . r ... -r r: W : — y ■ - * 

as you have done in the past, 

Verv trulv vours, 

V w 

John Edgar Hoover 


Director 


2/10/55 

SAC LETTER NO. 55 -1<- 




w+j*a**nHX.iA *«. M 


Office M 
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, 'Y1S) s-f^n ri * 

O.V / / i'l /'/ Opt i/l/sei/iti/ 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


TO 


from t EXECUTIVES C QN7EF.ZK0 2 


r" 

gUBjECT SEC CP. JTY INDEX 


DATE: 


* e o r u 




1 


The Executive " 1 Conference ct. February 8, 1955* 

consisting of Messrs . > 

, considered 

the me chan i cs to be used by Mr* Supervisor -.r. chart- 

of the Security Index Unit; Mr* * Chief of vne 

Internal Security Section ; or Inspector , Inspector in 

charge of the Internal Security -liaison Branch cf the Bcr.eeuic 

Intslliaence Division . in reviewing for approval , the names of 


] ind i u L+&1 ^ jfoT liicluokOPk m our u&cur* zy j.r* o,$x* 

BACKGROUND : 

On January 25, 1955, the Executives' Conference recommended 
and the Director approved that Messrs, ' would 

.have to personal ! ~j cuprous nr. $ inclusion of all names of inaivicucj.o 
1 which are placed in our Security Index and in case of disc, greener, t 
Ui.^ e 0 ip’’ 11 be t> o fa +.n As s i ato-nt 'DiT'p.ctoT for decision * 

In order that this additional work, which will be considerable 
in volume, can be handled by Messrs. _ , the 

following administrative procedures were presented to the Executives' 
Conference on February 8, 1955 •* 


SUGGESTED FE 


•’r-rrop , 

- *-/ « 


II 

p 


The Supervisors assigned to the Security jidex Unit, after 
they have completed their review of a case and have decided that 
the name of the subject should be included in the Security Index, 
will prepare a memorandum which will set forth briefly and succintly 
the facts on which they based their conclusion. The case will then 
be forwarded , as is now done , to one experienced Supervisor who 
reviews all cases before the subject's name can be considered for 
inclusion in the Security Index * Me will review the case, as m 
the past, and from that point an egual division will be made of the 
cases for review by Messrs* • The memo- 

randum will assist them in their review in that the cases which ere 
clear-cut can be handled in a minimum of time from a review of the 
memorandum. They will rely completely on the facts set forth in 
the memoranda in reaching their decisions * In controversial cases 
they, of course, will review the reports in owier to rdach a decision. 



MEMORANDUM FOR MR, 


The Supervisor 3 in the Internal Security Section cannot , 
for any sustained period, prepare these summary-type memoranda and 
still Keep their work in a current status . They are receiving a 
large volute of tail and this extra work of having to prepare a 
metorar.au t m eacn case they review will create a" del ihquency in 

the Security Index Unit which will be most undesirable . Therefore , 
in the future, the investigating Agent at the conclus ion of his 
investigation will attach to the Form 122 (this is the form used 
to recommend the inclusion of a name in the Security Index ) a succinct 
summary of the facta on which he based his recommendation for 
including the name of the subject in the Security Index . In line with 
existing instructions, the Special Agent in Charge will personally 
approve each case wherein c. recommendation is made to include th e 
subject's name in our Security Index . 


When the report and the Form 122 are received 
Seat of Government, the Supervisors in the Security Index Unit will 
review the case file as they have done in the pest. They will then 
put an addendum on the summary attached to the Form, 122 in which they 
will indicate any other pertinent factors not listed and indicate 
their agreement or disagreement with the recommendation from the 
field • The case will then be sent to the experienced Supervise r 
in the Security Index Unit who reviews all cases before the names 
of the Srihjer +.M r.r.n he fin ns* idered r 'C r inclliS ion in '•■he .Sonui* 1 + ,, innw 


Unit 


tnen 


/•»* a m K iO 
^ ' v «• t w rw 




for review and approval. 


ir~. n 

iUW WV | W 


EXECUTIVES' CC 


Unan imous ) t 


The Executives' Conference unanimously recommended that 
the above-outlined procedure be put into effect * 


If you agree , there is attached an SAC letter which sets 
forth instructions to the field with respect to the portions of 
this procedure which will be implemented by the field • 





Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATE; "2-/1 1/51) 

TO « 


FROM t 


; delinquency in security investigations 


SYNOPSIS: 

Each month we follow the field closely on the f^cJ'nTspVol 
work by analyzing the \}^ty 9 - utter ^rt 9 foreign intelligence cases in 
iYal7lficTions art Static of the se cases as of January J. 

1955* zs forth herein . 

• ftni/no active matters in the entire field in p *?« r i% 
classifications vlsrt rs . ^j ron ^ J wr . aJi 

matters increasea j>o ~,65, jf °>~ L . 2Q „ r csn t. The delinquei 

StatiS \ iCa ETfn a \VTw York P o7fice n \ncUalZfr r om 1,4 9 2 to 1,629,. 
security cases in tne ivew Ior '\ U JJ on „ rent. Ire numoer 

increasing delinquency from 26.4 per cent to f 7. 7 pe. cef- . -r 

of pending active otters in. the ff^le It items in this 

New York Office from 4,117 to 4,j73 art the, siatistical delinquency 
classification increased from 1,^ to ±,jj* c/ 

30 • 5 P er ce? it. 

Although over-all pending art penUng f^ive securHy c «««»■ 

decreased substantially in January, ffices no ted on page 4 herein, 
particularly in some of the 12 rffad a total of 6,2l6 pending 
The 40 smaller offices listed o P 7 deIinauen t, approximately 

16,662 pending active items in those 12 combined off 

Tetters are being sent to the large offices indicated by aster 
on page Jfpo 

must be reduced, similar let . i total of 2? letters are bei 

indicated by asterisks on page 7 nerein. h total J J 

sent to the field in this matter. ^ 

RECOIEENDATI ONj - • * 


The field will continue 


he followed closely regarding secur 







delinquency and you will be advised of the results of the review of the 
February , 1955 j administrative reports. 




9 


DETAILS: 


Since December , 1951 » we have been following , on a monthly basis, 
the twelve field offices having a large proportion, of our pending security 
work and since March, 1952* a ll offices . We have written letters to the 
twelve offices and to other offices where progress in reducing the backlog 
of work and delinquency has not been satisfactory . 

The January, 1955 , administrative reports from all offices 
reflect that the total pending active matters in the classifications , 
j and . decreased substantially from 2J,l8l to 22 , 878 . The delinquent 
items increased from 6,697 to 6 , 806 , which represents a statistical increas 
of from 28.8 per cent to 29*7 P er cent. 

The following statistics reflect the status of pending work 
including both pending active and pending inactive masters and delinquency 
for all field divisions as of December Jl, 1951 » and the progress for the' 
last four months: 


TOTAL PENDING MATTERS 
CLASSIFICATIONS _ and 

ALL FILLD DIVISIONS 


Class ifi cat ion 12- 92 - 61 


U^3°z£4 



s ' : ~' S 1 ’3 14 

1,066 

1,035 

1,050 

1,017 

32,812 

• ^ 

21 , 9 U 

22,419 

22,075 

21,790 

iJM. 

UM 

3x421 

liS&S. 

lx55L 

Total 37,021 

26,405 

26,947 

26, 690 

26,363 



* f. 



total delinquent, natters 
classifications v 

. ^ -r* m r 7“* 7* H D 7 17 TV', / £AvO __ 


Class i£ j£9i 125 


12-11-51 

525 

22,51 s 

1 * 212 - 


iq^ 31 z 54 

163 

5,580 

620 


11-10-54 

12- 11-54 

Iz3lz55 

170 

136 

137 

6,018 

5,890 

5,969 

730- 

62k. 

700 


Total 24,7 s2 6 ,413 


6,91 s 


6,697 


6,806 


January 3 2 > 1953 • 

CLASSIFICATIONS . 

ALL FIELD DIVI^IONR- 


Date 


1- 31-53 

2- 28-53 

3- 31-53 

4- 30-53 
_ 5-31-53 

6- 30-53 

7- 31-53 

8- 31-53 
■ 9-30-53 
10-31-53 
- 11-30-53 
12-31-53 

1- 31-54 

2- 28-54 
3-31-54 

.4-30-54 

^5~3L--54- 

6- 30-54 

7- 31-54 

8-31-54 

9- 30-54 

10- 31-54 
11-30-54 

12-31-54 

i-U-55 


Fend ing 
Act i ye NIL tiers. 

24,09 s 

22,935 

23,033 

22,100 

21,740 
20,970 ' 
20, ldO 

19,493 

19,224 

1 9, If- 1 
1 9, s 33 

19,947 

20,520 

21,488 

21,848 

2 1,?! 2 

21,863 

22,278 

22,97? 

22,361 

23,011 

22,452 

23,179 

23,181 

22,878 


Del inquent 
mtters 

11,772 

11,233 

10,890 

9,1.20 

■9,m 

9,55 s 


8,495 

7,57} 

5,580 

6,655 

6,749 

7,494 

6,007 

6,617 

6,757 

7,822 

7,407 

7,163 

7,010 

6,720 

6,413 

6,918 

6,697 

6,806 


percentage 

Del inguejll 

48. &io 
46.9/0 

47 - 3 /° 

41 .3/0 
44/8/0 
45-6 F/o 
46.8/0 
43-8/0 
39 -*/o 

34- 33° • 
33-5. f. 
33 -21° 
j6 . 5 % 

27 - 91 °. 

30. 2^/0 
31.8/0 

35- % 
33 

3I.6/0 

31-35° 

29 - 11 ° 

28.5/0 

29-7k 

28.8/0 

29-7/° 



Status of Security, Work in Twelve of the Lgradr Offices 

The foil owing statistics reflect the progress of the twelve 
larger offices we have been closely following since December , 1951- These 
offices have approximately Go per cent of the total Security Index cards 
and a high percentage of the pending work and delinquency in 
classifications 

STATISTICS FOR TWELVE OFFICES 
SECURITY INDEX COUNT AND FOR 

MATTERS 


Security Pending Active Percentage 

Index Cards Matters Delinquent 


Office 

1 - 14-55 

51 

1 

Or 

1 

C\J 

l-U-55 

12-U-54 

j-ij-5 

* New York 

V 

7,128 ■ 

5,640 

5,890 

26 . ^/o 

27 - 7 /o 

* Los Angeles 

4,220 

2,332 

2,301 

3M/0 

37 / 

* San Francisco 

2,352 

1,814 

1,584 

42°/o 

49/0 

* Chicago 

1,539 

1,416 

1,487 

4 &/o 

49 /o 

* Detroit 

1,358 

965 

965 

3 ^> 

43/0 

Philadelphia 

1,210 

982 

915 

2 tfo 

22/o 

* Newark 

918 

1,130 

1,090 

29Jo 

29/o 

* Cleveland 

682 

492 

536 

2j/o 

26/0 

* Bo-ston 

689 

702 

701 

28/0 

26/o 

Seattle 

684 

393 

365 

27/o 

21°/o 

* New Haven 

539 

565 

517 

30/o 

36/0 

Mi-nheqpol is 

5?1 

m 

- 311 

13/o 

l&/o 

2 Total 

21,850 

16,732 

16, 662 




* Letter'd being sent to of f ices indicated. See page 8 nerein. 

The over-all statistics for the eleven offices other than the 
New Yofk- Office since August 31, 195 2, are as follows: 





Pending Active 
Matters ( 

12,611 
11 >367 
11,286 
11,148 

10, 937 

10,730 

10,721 

10,069 

9,411 

9,277 

8,964 

8,908 

■ Q n>¥ 7 

3, 601 

8,845 

9,434 

9,552 

9,814 

10,288 

10,188 

10,201 

9,840 

8,839 

10*317 

10,048 

10,669 

10,557 

11,063 

11,092 

10,772 


Delinquent Matters 

L 1 

7,589 

5,732 

4} 957 

4,844 

4,57% 

4,696 

4,358 

4,019 

2,887 

3,447 

3,532 

&,$ 

2 ’, p 

2,871 

3,261 

3,318 

3,021 

2,998 

3,209 

3,920 

3,679 

3,348 

3,364 

3,488 

3,37 6 

3,822 

3,728 

3,976 


Percentaae Del inquent 


60.2°/o 
1)0 * 0 
43.970 

43.570 

41 . 97/° 
43.870 
40.6k 
39-9% 
30.7k 
37.270 

39.4*70 

42.2*/c 

42.35k, 

37.&/0 

31. 4A/o 
30.470 

34.1k 

33 . 6 k 

29.4k 

29.4k 

31.5k 

39.8/0 

37.5k 

32.4k 

33.4k 

32.7k 

31.9k 

34.9/0 

33.668 

36.9k 


New York Office 

m ~ crr ~' _ _ 7 qka the New York delinquency stood at 53 P er ce 

r ... In January, 195 > . , 1984, to 32 per cent and during the 

Tt was reduced, however, 1 aed j8 ver cent . In 

\ d. lingual dropped to 30.9 per cent, 

An November . 30 , 1954, to 2 9-3 per cent, 0 "Mtanc™ representing the 

' 26.4 per cent, the figure in each succes » ive clas3ificaU ons which 

this ratter has been followed on 

a regular -basis 5oy the Bureau. - 

New ycrk- ice zir.cc 




/ v 


The January , 1955 > administrative ffTfTr eased from. 2c. ^ per cent 
Office revea ls that secu f)^i fjreTTer commuted for that office , to 
in December, 195 4 > tr f loCC •The latter figure resulted jron 

fJr/ZZTnZ^U^ iter's fronS.^0 to W ^ aelm- 
quent items , from 1,492 to Z,b29> 

The New York Office has approximately ^2? per cent °of the 

pending active natters in the approximately 23-9 per cent 

the entire field, mis office aiso pp . fications zhrougnout 

The hulk of the New York backlog and d elinqy^ncy is £ 

the classification, during Jan ffffffTof o/fce 

a 5cr V e e as7d% S m Z W to 4,373 ■ ™e number of delint matters 
in this classification greased from «£§£ ^ t0 

statistical increase from 29*9 V e . T ° ent Jor 
30*5 P er cen t as °T ^ znuary j±> 


Status o£_Se c urm *22* *S the_^emamina Forty Oj , ^ 

1 * _ The remaining forty Total matters 

[percentage of delinquency on These statistics reflect the 

in .classifications iqczc: Tt should he Tided that many of 

progress duriTig January 9 1955 • mnttprs in classifications 

^Unerjgi Z s A?e pe ZTn 9 -*£ g £ classification 

matters .- _ -• 

It v>zs rezu :-::. . : - f ' ' I 

period -* ' ~ ^ ‘ 1 . ’ 

OciO 06 r * - r. “ * - • : ~ ~ ‘ ~ " 

. on r eve mce- f . - : -• 

26.4 per, c-zr: . : : . _ 

loioe so per z ■. r — - - - . ’ - . . . 

had exisz-.d - - - - = - -1 • ' w ' w * 

a reculs r os-.- -- — 


f ices 




v. . 

1 

/pvf' 



victzue Hatters 

12- 11- <4- LzlLzlS. 


* Little Rock 

* Cincinnati 

* Baltimore 

* Miami 
Milwaukee 
Albany 

Charlotte 

Mobile 

San Juan 
Houston 

Indianapolis ■ 
Kansas City 
Omaha 
Phoenix 

Oklahoma City 
Pittsburgh 

Washington Field 
Richmond 

Salt Lake City 
Buffal o 
Springfield 
El. Paso 
San Diego 
Birmingham 
Louisville 
~ Norfolk 
j/ei) Orleans 
- St, Louis 
Albuquerque 
: -Knoxville 
: Dallas . 

c Denver: . ' . , : . 

2 Banr.jtntoni.o 
Atlanta 
Butte 
Portland 
Anchorage 
Savannah 
Memph i s 
Honolulu 


31 

373 

632 

202 

269 

3(>3 

113 

52 

149 

68 


922 

96 

7 ° 

57V 

104 

41 

205 

35 

52 

66 

145 

276 

58 

211 

51 

9 i 

56 

127 

34 

28 

35 

34 


6 5 

141 

6 9 

178 

107 

56 

& 

43 

353 

949 

95 

74 

490 

126 

42 

256 

34 


69 

136 

268 

65 

33 
77 
172 

57 

95 

75 . 

146 

36 

34 
45 

31 



* letters sent to offices indicated' regarding delinquent status. 
See page 8 herein . 






Letters to the Fi_eld “v 

car. .-.r.zcn: : 

-.Henze Although over-all pending and pending active security cases were 
decreased substantially in January, delinquent cases increased somewhat, 
p&ir&iciL-iarly in some of the~12 large offices noted on page 4 herein. The 
^cs^rffer offices listed ori~page ? had a total of 6,2l6 pending active 
scaur-ttv- cases of which 1,201 were delinquent, approximately 19 per cent 
dsenpjritrasted to JJ.6 per cent security delinquency of the 12 large office 
ds> rprirTpiiit. ed from delinquent cases of a total of 16,662 pending 

active items in those 12 combined offices . 


-Letters are being sent to the large offices indicated by 
» ds d&j rts ks-' Z>li page '4, : po-inting out to them forcefully that security 
dedei rppxenc-y must be reduced. Similar letters are being sent to the 
smaller offices indicated by asterisks on page ? herein. A total of 13 
letters are being sent to the field in this ma 4 " > ' 





m&m. 


PERSONAL Ai TENT ION 
STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL 




. SAC Li-i i * ' ■»’- 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


In Reply, Pleatt Refer to 

FUe Vo February 17, 1955 Washington :s. d.c. 

Q f P "J 

(A) SECURITY INDEX’ -*'-"Tn*"fhe' future, at the tine a Fern FP-122 is 
submit teaHfo" "Trie" Bureau recommending the inclusion of a name in the 
Security Index, there must be attached to it an additional page or 
pages setting cut a succinct summary of the facts cn which you have 
based your recommendation for including the name in the Security 
Index, These facts must be in sufficient detail to clearly reflect 
the soundness of your recommendation. Statements of conclusion 
are not enough and the sources from which the information came mu 
be properly characterized as to reliability. The summary must al 
contain pertinent dates with respect to the activities of the eueject, 


4 v> ~ V 
W iilwli V/ 


; p p j p n « <3 r.Q reliability . Tbe e urr.nary rr.ust 

n i v u r c jp ct ^ o b d OiiC? CivJUxVXUXtfvD OJL Uiie 2 


In those instances when, at the conclusion of a security 
investigation, you are not recommending the inclusion of the sub jeci 
name in the Security Index, there shall be set forth on the adminis- 
trative page of the closing report a brief summary statement which 
will reflect the reasons upon which you have based your decision. 



tO CO 


Office fiAsJTlOTu/l ^U?7l • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

< DATB: 2/17/55 J 


TO 


THOM » 


tUBjECT : ^ SECURITY INDEX 


/ 

! 


This is in response to Mr , .. _ inquiry about 

machine listings by Statistical Section that night be re- 
quested under an emergency in the Red China- situation. 


(1) We are recording and can list Chinese aliens and 
citizens in the index , 

(2) Pursuant to memo cited below we are not recording 
non-Chinese subjects sympathetic to Communist China, This 
information is being kept in a typed card index in the Domestic 
Intelligence Division , 


Current instructions contained in memo of Mr, to 

Mr, , 2/0/55, Chinese Communist Activities In The United 

States, Internal Security - CH and SAC letter Number 55' m 14 t 
2 / 15 / 55 * Paragraph (I), 



Ohi'*: 


Office • united states government 


TO 


noM 


DATE: 


2/17/55 


ITJBJBCT: 


CHINESE COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES 

IN THE UN I IE 0 S'*. A 14k. 

INTERNAL SECURITY - CH 


l 


February 7> * 9 ?‘J 
... emergency bu 


Osecuri i u 1 


At a conference in the office of the Attorney general on 
the Attorney General rule! that in the event c. an 
"/Aon'of the Po'r-csa crisie, the Chinese aliens on our 

_ . . , nor ^ ^ /7 & n r tti t i O n hXlTTZ^^ 


, , tj j 


j r c » co n nr z n.e f u / mi* w * ^ ~ — - . _ ^ _ 

ie.ffijhould be picked up by the FBI on depo rtat i ^JfZ^nTa 
’WiTTuffion this , }.6 warrants of arrest date u February . , 
by Acting Attorney General 
Bureau. On Feim.ary 14, 195 t • 


we 


signed 

ere delivered to the 
conferred xi th Nr, 


' the Interna. Security Divisio 


Oj — _ 

questions re gam my the 
warrants were furnisned 

February If , -955> , 


once mine certain procedural 
execution of the warrants of arrest . ^ Th^ff . 


our 


interested afield Offices by lettek m. 


/ 

tea 


At i he 


dal Invei 


■ JJL- 


-e qu set of Mr . Spec i a 1 ng e r.t s 

nni net with Mr. > Chief eg Sper; 

tlins, Imr.i-jroiicn anj fa turn 1 i ration Service ^lIl.S, ; i.!r. 

Assist.™ 4 . Chief of Special Invest : Gat , -r. f # [J1S a/i£r . 

zz^vvufir^ 

folloUnj sUpsf ers directs* 


[by Hr. 


;kt 


the time the warrant 
t-ger. t s on i be Chinese alien , 


\ J 

\ 

c served bi/ the Jurezu 
the alien should be 

advised of his r-ght to counsel and should be advised 
that the attorney General is holding him in custody ^ 
without bond. The alien should be furnisned a copy ^ 
nf tie ' arr'ui aria the A-jenz suou~ d read to ‘ j 

cLrgelac they appear on the face of the warrant. 

The alien should also be advisee where ne w.Ja be 
held in custody. 

p The alien should then be- removed by Pvnf^m A 9 /'* * 
to the nearest Federal approved j\til and booted j 

INS . . . 

?. rrvr.ediatclj following the incarceration of the. 
alien, the Bureau Agents Mould 


.a „ ; ^ f 



Suboffice, whichever is closest, 
alien is dcked up at Ns war* and 
accroved Jail at Newark, notifica- 


L f i€ 


in Charge of an INS 
(For exams! e, if an 

iodged f* federal In Charge of the 

t Z O O' iCu^ w ^ ~ , 1 r Tp ym o p Tj T'CL t* Ts 0 

trVffN^on No ^ % fbdat 

that the alien has be ~ e cuted by the Attorney 
feZrf fnd tTf tle Attorney general has ruled that 


ifUl wiua ^ ~ - - , 

4 . ^ffZifuZfentT UlZd‘Te‘ df,ZTrld to 

‘fhfVelresl fistfi cl Violator of TVS or the r.eures. 
Officer in Charge 


end. The Agent should 


CZ - - _ — V e 

of an INS Suboffice , whichever 


* 4 

n o 


a. U ~ 

V * kC> 


. . ^ _ . - - ^ • o c* + t n r> ^ 

r.VS reoresencatioes *----■ -y 

as to the charges NIchUre cited grants 

As pointed out that probably JW-Jh ff ffffkuon proceedings by 

hnrf hP £*' ? SSU6CL } M€ T € CL- re^^+y 
h rA'^n of which substantive questions 

rCa *° n resolved between the ^ ^ f^tgraUon status 

o* Nr. > is presently dete... ant d stated tnai 

[of the J6 Chinese aliens and at *%*%%? ~ ^ *♦ uhtch time the 

would have it available /or 


to be 

request 


would ar 
and INS. 


i se wh i on 
The IN ° 


^ 9 


'.uld ' n -JLV€ 

it the 


ZIZent 'colli Wen consider each case 


ind i vidual 1 y< 



/ / / ?; • • ... • A 


Since the residence addresses of these aliens are readily available 
at the Bureau, IKS axis advised that we would furnish suc*i list to 
them through liaison. This has been done, 

ACTIOKl 


(1) There is attached a 'teletype to our interested 
Field Offices advising them of the changes in the procedure for 
executing the warrants. 


(2) We are also preparing a letter to Assistant Attorney 
General Tompkins, to the attention of Mr, , with a carbon copy r 

to IKS, attention Mr. , uhich will confirm the procedures as 

outlined above. 
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Office ± Ae,.M7a:;d:rm • united states gove&nmen 


TO 


noM * 


DATS: February 21, 

295.1 


•OTJBCT: SECURITY INDEX 


The Director instructed in connectiin with the 
2-day Espionage Conference in New York City on February 17 
and 13, 2*355, that we take this opportunity to also get 
over the views about care and dis c rimi noting screening of 
the Security Index . 

On Thursday morning, February 1 1 discussed this 
I problem with the Conference 0 J pointed out that the 
r naintsnanc e of persons on our Security Index is on the 
Bureau’s responsibility and iiat the Department ie not 
reviewing such designations • It was emphas in ed that in 
the current review of the Security Index, it is imperative 
that subjects be eliminated if information concerning them 
is not solid and does not clearly justify their continuance 
on the Index . I emphasised that in rt vie wine these cases, 
the Supervisors and Special Agents m Charge should bear in 
mind that in the event of a national emergency the subjects 
will in all probability be jailed for a -eriod of up to 
thirty days before there i3 an opportunity for a hearing 
j board to consider the cases and that such incarceration will 
I be strictly the responsibility of the FBI; consequently, 
maintenance on the Index should be consider* l in light of 
the responsibility of the Bureau in taking Lois action of 
jailing the subjects on its own responsibility • It was 
emphasised that when this review is complete i there should 
be, no doubts in the minds of the supervisinj officials and 
Special Agents in Charge that our Security Index is sound 
and that apprehensions at the time of a national emergency 
* can be ^thoroughly justified in all respects „ I noted to 
' Conference that there is no change in the standar-is by 
which persons are con3 ide red for the Index and that each case 
must Joe considered on its own merits • 


TIT 


in null ■nil 



1 


an 


i4ss istant Attorney General 


- /v. .’ — 

- i7".* - __ 

• jLi7** • * ■ *" yS&l 


February 21 > 195. 


Director , FBI 


SECURITY INDEX LIST '^Idgfypd 

*'t 

There ia attached hereto a current lie. t °f 
the names of the individuals maintained in the Secur it 

Trdcx r—s included in the main portion of the liy 
Yfe crrarPd alshabeticallv. She names af individuals 
coming within five designated groups ^ ‘ “ 

separate pages. Following each name ‘Yr/EJ?ll c 
reflecting the race, sex. b*roi* daut, dure^u j u. 
flier aril the Bureau field office covering the 
residence of the individual • 


It is requested that thi3 list be given 
utmost security. 


<}W 


Aiiac/u-ionx. ns 



„ rv ij *> 

*> i . s 

v i- 


HOTS Oil YELLOW G'TT dY: 

Espionage Section of the special 
Section not included . The five 
designated groups are: 

Fore ion Government Employees 
tt..! x,P ' T ~~ionc employees 


r /M 

I Y < 

■° wgc 

OT . < 


JjtXlt o<* 




Pro-Tito Yugoslavs 

U. S. Government Employees 

Atomic Energy Program Employees 


WGOimJt 

( 6 ) 


IttCORDED - 


E4 FEB 23 1955 


f Sr 


%< f/ti, i 

l ; 




KS^— — 

ft; — 




r 




► »>»* .**£'■ PW#W% ft. ( 






} D o 


.■^BMenniAH 

li Office lAenwrandum • united states government 

/ DATE: 2/1S/55 

TO « 




During the past week 20 cards were added to 
the Security Index and 6 cards were cancelled , a net 
increase of 14 cards. 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26 f 7l8. 

ACTION: 

None. This is for your information. 




Office l/hmorandeim 


TO 


i The Director 


• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

date: 2 / 11/55 


from i 


SUBJECT : 


/ 


SECURITY i::iex 
B ufile 




s 

so 


The following is a 

Security Index since the las 
on January 14, 1955’ 


report o}~ thd increase in 

T9 00 Ocf i o 0X1 3 j il7“ TT l 3 f + 3 O s.- 



Week of 


New Cards 
Added. 


Cards 

Cajicelled 


_ Net 
1 nprease 


January 15-21 
January 22-28 
January 28-Feh. 4 
\\Fehruary 5-1 1 


52 

37 

56 


14 

159 



9 

19 

9 

15 . 

52 


41 

18 

4/ 

(- 11 1 

107 


For your information , during t ne preceding JOutj- ^ 
, week gerJod ?26 cards were_ added and 66 ccra's were cancell 
a net increase of 260 cards. 


d, 


The Security Index count as of today is 26, 


This is for your information. 


ACTION: 



2 - y £ - trsr 



(i) CHINESE COMMUNIST 
SECURITY - CH EC UR IT 

situation the Bureau iia 
instructions may be reo 
Index of Chinese extrac 
China, in the event of , 
Henceforth, in reccrmen: 
Chinese extraction it'ii 
form (FD-122) where the 
Other - Chinese." Si™j 
cancellation of a Secur’d 
extraction the comnur.ict 


fl STATES - INTERNAL 
s- serifUsK^fl ** °- ri L at }} . international 


«•». possimnTtha t a] 

;tl=fa^nS:CMne s r^ t S^h e t Se = ur1 ^ 

an emergency Involving^Lmunm r°, ?°™ u ^ 

‘res3c d n?la C i e th a [ = h Se \ J : lty Index "ho is of 

Indication of "Ra-ip" E i’i W on P he rec °nffiendation 
>iiaro,, 7 1 Kaje is required, the words 

ity indox n c-?d recommending ' 

tn:n must specifically mention fhU fait*** 


extractlon^ho r L%h e %h,o\ 0 n^f?Lnr s \ (g 2E S ; n3 not »f Chinese 

??? "ho are being recommended f oJ the ?S “-Si 1 ® ?“ h Comunl.t China 
inciude a statement on the form (FT) ! t} Index you should 

in Iddifr yiap ? thetic to Communist China”" ,^! cell f n eous" to tl 

in addition to any other data * ^his statement should be 

this point on the form! Jhlf f m : '“ H ? bld normally Include at 

careful reflection as it s-‘f hLh;' sh0Lld be ” a he only after 

sympathies of tills sub ie U L**it rr 7 ivu ! 1 ' . yaur recommendation chat tl 

?h rl p S con3ide ration for apprehension^n^h' 11 ^ are aucil thac ne 
The Bureau recently solicited vour ° event of an emergency, 

existing cases on the wlth resoect tS 

Communist China and vour recommeSdaM 7?^ n ‘ oh i nese sympathetic to 
ever, your continuing invest^at?on“?r ^ve been reviewed. How- 
subjects may develop information cnl h <* X f St ~ n ^ Secur ity Index 
previously recommended showing definite ' J o, C ^ 3 ^daitional to those 
China. On such cases you should T °' /rn L a tnies with Communist 

reau in the individual^case nnin?J 1SCt 3 corr ‘ rriunlc at icn to the Bu- 

and submitting your recommendation^! toVi^i ln f orniatlon developed, 
program. dtlon as t0 his inclusion in this 

2/15/55 

SAC LETTER NO. 55-14 



Iji - _> 

2 — / c . c.c* 


It is possible that any order for the apprehension of^ 
Security Index subjects in the event of an emergency 'hit •- 

China nay be directed solely at aliens or may indude citizens, 
is absolutely essential thac the citizenship status of each subject 
be definitely verified and that the' Security Index card accurately 
reflect his status at all times. 


You should 
in security work are 


see that all personnel in your office engaged 
thoroughly familiar with these instructions. 


Very truly yours, 


John Edgar Hoover 


Director 


2/15/55 

SAC LETTER NO. 


55-14 



Ct CT 



Office Memorandum • united states 


GOVERNMENT 


TO 


DATE: December 3 , 

1954 


FROM t 


SUBJECT: P.D SUGG S3 TJ OH 41-53 

!"z>rp<P7Q : : OU REVIR5E 

etc vriti : r:v sx cards 

XFILE 


CjIuZ C/T 


0» miwj, 27, 1953, tte^ecutius Conference ^ITtsTicnei 


favorable as to the sucgestior. of SA 
to the L03 Articles -jjjice r, °* “® w '„r 1 


4 -h c 


£el?t*rs.7til»it-*k. ■ 3ur.au, thee e-ken the U'^UoU /or Security 


Security oec m« " 6 e pl-c.= c or. the reverse side alone 

Tndex Cards is next oresredy unere db . ■ , • %~ 7 - r 

the left-hand marc in printed words such as name, we ic ■> «, > * - j 

plain Security Index Card neper stock on hand . j /W 


<2 


ic.de 
- v < . ^ . 

n- - J 4' -3 


i 

~r? ^ s T r.if.h +.h ip .9 ?/ n r £ S 1 1 o n IS HOZl’ bsira ILSSd fOT 


iea-itu TndexlcardCleni' to the field and the Training and Insve sciion 
WoUifnlraTrequeetei to be aduised the approbate scenes result, n,. 
from the use of the prir.tea aaza or, tr.c iac.. o./ 7 - -• 


Jt is estimated that approximately 30,000 seos of ^ccurit 
, 4 . >> - cfs ; •-.■ a ~ c >> -.--or by the Bureau to add new 

Index Cards are sent to .he «'- c - »- Q ** „ „ + - 7 30 o ; rj 

rr - 5 3r emend cards in existence. 'her ej ore, V ' ^ ^ ^ - -• 

descriptions are typed on the back of security ±nuex pares ; 

+ hP field eac h year . The printed material consist oj <s . ords -‘■■ffi 0 -- 

»»/»<»»* **?<»<? **■«• »»• .? 

toia 2 /<.« .»/ fitfdllfff'/Vcd/iic^coA ‘of" ' 


1710 based on a "rad e f-n 


pAnuf'tke 

net savings per year due to tms c.-s^e *•* F ' 1 


* 660 . 


xc ns;/; 


!/■ you avvrovc, this memorandum ■ should be routed to the 
Training and Inspection Division for their information. 



gTAMMO fOW< W 


Office Metnorandum • 

/ TO « director 



Ixom * 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
DATE: 2 / 25/55 


SUBJECT : 


n 


rith rested to the survey of the Securi^Jf^ex^ 
subject, I on ‘,tio Intelligence 

any persons ».» •» » reco^eniation of the SAC 

[iriZ P nZrof til lulject be remove* fro n the Into*. 




War>- - 



I C> c-LL 
jo ■' / 


«TAMo*m> rornm no. 04 * 

Office 1 Vieinov anduin • united states govi rnment 

T0 * DATE: 2/21/55 


ntoM » 


SUBJECT: 


r=€lT. ITT Il.DhX CARD STATISTICS 


"JbEaere are 26,702 persons represented in the. Security 
Index ~ (as of February 15, 1955)° This is a net increase of 
~ "105_or 4/10 ths cf 1 percent ever last non th. Cf the total, 
24,643 or 93*0 percent are communists. 


The race of Chinese in the index are now shown separately 
in the race breakdown on the attached table. 

A detailed table is attached in duplicate. The table 
shows as of February 15, 1955, the distribution of the subjects 
by field office, nationalistic tendencies, cangerousness, sex, 
race, and citizenship. Also the number on “special lists" are 
shown. A key to abbreviations is attached. 


Attachments 





AL Alien 

q q Cor^'V 



V- - , ** i , ~ -3 

•i*i» *$c*. v — — - •*■ 

NB Native Born 

TF Top Functionary 

UN Unknown 


ASP ^*vw— - * 0 o .» ■ - i UUO 

T5Trr -v«i - - - -. 

«. -• W - ^ i-,' ^ •■ ... „» - • 

COM Communist Party, USA 
•ESP Espionage Subjects 

FGE « ensign o e v j r nr. i»t mnp— oycos 
GOV United States Government Employees 

RUN Hur.rrian 

ISL Independent Socialist League 

JFG Johnson Forest Group 
}-3CI Muslim Cult oi is lam 
MIS Miscellaneous 

NPR Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico 

PPA Proletarian Party of America 
RUS Russian 

SUA Socialist union of America 
SWP Socialist Workers 1 Party 

UNE United Nations Employees 
UPR Union of the People for the Establishment 
of the Republic of Puerto Rico 
YUG Yugoslavian 




SFaV'.TTTT INTl'.y CXH< £* T.'JTl'-'S - IsY FlEUi CTiZCrt 
n^,n ov stati.'-TIC*! cyct>h< •-■ r ;r AS or U. 


*“ ^TfT 



:tf« 8s cct aid to tct»l column fcwt *r» iaclodod in Soction# 3, S, 6 »nd 7. 
2 rx o*rr'fd is m of 3p*ci*l 3*eti«< 


«)• 


i: cs g. 

9j 795 7,066 1,140 

105 5 C 1 9 

16 14 4 

ft 4 

n 12 l 

177 lOf 42 


3 

26 
3 1 
10 
1 


1 1 

46 


. . ft 5 2 1: 

: 7 ft 10 : 
27 

2 " ?: 
663 64V 


121 

94 40 16 

3 22 2 2« 3 9 

20 19 4 

64 2 1 16 


693 5 3< 

1C ? 

4C l 

4 1 29 

115 99 

14 6 

f ‘ 

1 C 

i: «f 96 n 


14 1 

1 


M< 
3: 
: o« 


94 
3 f 
< 

92 
1 3C 
;*6( 


?< 

71 


53 

2 

14 


1 

3 

10 

22 


69 

34 


4 . 5 ; S3*. 

* 04 72 

3 < 17 6 

2 i 5 ' 1 5 ft '» 162 

5 3 1 


2 1 
1 7 

b-‘. 

2 ‘. 


77 ) 
1 1 l 


2 » 

4/ 


2 

32 


. 20 
7 
3 

6 

63 

14 


6 

14 


16, £04 S, 7’.- 3 
173 104 

21 16 
21 6 
la 4 
27ft 127 


442 246 

191 102 

69 ? 4 

3 1 14 

1042 492 

1 3ft 65 
467 213 

39 17 


944 407 

9 5 


66 

55 

193 


17 

20 

85 


12 3 

236ft 1874 


19 


1 0 


3ft 


22 
3 1 


151 

20 

117 

50 

15 


16 
80 

213 86 

354 177 

8 1 

620 307 

330 202 

50 24 

445? 273? 


12 

12 


761 460 

66 30 


48 
28 
1 1 


1 25 93 

1368 981 

3 77 3 7 

6 3 

434 247 


2C,s;-e s, 60 7 &o$ 


1> i 

1 32 L 


2 16 
33 
21 
2 1 
262 


12 

529 150 

245 >6 

77 6 

47 

1109 377 

1 68 32 

497 172 

50 
160 


43 

3 

9 

2 


1 3 


9 24 3*76 

12 


70 

6? 

200 


5 

5 

66 

2 

1 


64 26 | 74 

148 108 | 191 

i 


16 

57 


15 

i 

2 ! 
7 i 


49 4 

2 

7 1 

3 

8 4 


1 1 

13 2 

3169 994 


21 1 

6fl 46 4 1 

237 48 4 

449 72 7 3 

9 

720 1 88 14 5 

373 148 7 4 

61 10 2 1 

524ft 1717 179 40 

10 5 

33 1 

41 2 

949 241 11 

66 26 ? 3 

2 86 1 10 1 3 2 

192 22 5 1 

25 3 1 

1 47 24 3 1 

74 4 

22 2 2 

1 63 44 9 2 

1929 363 58 9 

410 3 1 

1 1 

606 53 16 6 


IjVtt 2 4 <-b 
254 20 


2 

5 

58 


1 5 
287 

1 0 
64 7 
253 
82 
39 


1243 287 

153 50 

600 79 

51 5 

173 12 

1147 200 


1 

1 6 


3960 226 

27 2 


16 

115 

284 

519 

5 

845 

489 

57 


6 

2 

1 2 
1 1 
4 

76 

43 

16 


6532 573 

t 1 4 


1079 130 

91 5 

359 52 


218 

24 

1 35 


40 

5 

1 


200 15 

2094 215 


79 

226 


2 1 

31 


2 

4 2 

5 46 


1 2 
22 16 

7 
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UNITED !jiaiw 


$ n • 

L / —v W f » I * s 


GOVERNMENT 


Director, FBI 
SAC, San Antonio f 


SECURITY INDEX; 


:: February 23 , ICE 


* *•* * 


SOURCES AND WITNESSES 


AIR MAIL 


Re SAC Letter 55-15, A. and 3, dated 2/17/55- 

• . _ a. n^p ^or^--r have tesn dis- 

Matters covers ^ ^ “suSer^isora in this office, 
cussed In detail ~7 “ T V-I o vi •/" conferences and with each 

headquarters and resident Agent v ht/if been^repared 

MW*. 

to the Security xn-c-^, r - v '“* ‘U ciourc°s recording ci infoi*.— - 
or instability of ini orman vS~n derogatory information 

tion furnished imor^nt a P entire Jitter has like- 

Agent's conference to D ®^!g d ^ective steps are thus being 

Instructions regarding these pr g ln thls Division. 

erf.nhrisxL-JCl c iZl\X - x v 




ms*. S4 



TO i 
FROM » 
SUBJECT : 




1 

* ^ •» '•% * 




DATS: February 24'-, 

19b 5 


^FC 7r °. IT'f r.'ri-Z F, :7IFY 

Bu.fi la ' 


of ell 
ins zru 


5 7 j SA C Letter 5 5 — 8 c f i e k- rue ry 

i- ecu r i ~ v i n, e ex c as 6 s xc s i r* z z * e. t ..■ 
ted to sub -At cirtel reverts each 


2, 1955 , a review 
Frida v of the 


progress anvil one review is ctz.gj.e ,ea . -J'J ~,c - a will - - - - 
then 1,000 Fec-ritu Index subjects were instructed to compl 
the a rc tec t in .5 i x t v dots . 7V-' r~~air:n- offices we ~e 

instructed to cordate the review in ninety cays wiz.n tee 
execution of Few York union is to complete this project 
within six tenths. 


Index as 


There we re 26 , 718 sv. rjec ts 
of February 13, 1955. 


included in the Security 


The ci-rt^ls nf February 18. 1955, from tne field 

( reflect that 1,509 cases have been reviewed as of that date, 
approximately 5.6 per cent, and the required data forwarded 

t 0 o f \ Ye lL / 0 Ci Lit • 


As 

of February 24 , 

7 0^q 9/7 0 ^ n r. f n 7 - r o . ■ p 

ertn I 7 .' ' 7 cr. ■ 

r* r v '■ f r - i ^ • 

-» 7 X V * ’ T* "t t V ' : ' C t ; fl t 

C < r i' - *7 v. . 

.■ r . - - - ? 7 7 

' •" — J • •' '? ” ^ (T ^ 7 

r v t 7 j • 

..... 

■ * ’■ 7 7 ; ^ ‘ ^ . _ ; ; ■ 

cz the l/urec 

Li, o 



ACTICJl: 


You will be kept 
reviews on a weekly basis . 


advised .of the. progress 


of the 


Tum 7"irnniiir hit n iiiii innii 



«rTANDA~«> F0W4 NO. M 


f \£ C . n „ 7- - -- ■* --"•■■■’ yr-r^'j M hvt ' r-Tn q^t \t^ c 

UlilCZ * dl\l • w OxAl^. ' J 


subject: SECURITY INDET REVIEW 

Bufile 


DATS: March 1, 1955 


Attached 


mu memorandum of February 24, 1955, 


pertaining to captioned project. It is stated that as of 
February 24, 1955 , 262 cases has been analyzed and processed 
in the Internal Security Section . Further, of the 262 cases, 
nine cancellations had been recommended by the SAC s and 
aporoved for cancellation in the review at the Bureau » 

Ur. has noted: "If this is typical of the results of 

this processing, we will have to try a different approach. 

The Director commented: "I certainly arrre. 

Div. is not critically screening these. Just how many of 
the 262 were recommended by the SAC's for cancellation? H. 

In response to the Director's inquiry , nine case3 - 
of the 262 nrocessed were rec ommende d for ca j&UJjz&QJi. hu^the^ 
SAQjz*. In Tiber words, every~re commendation for cancellation 
' made by the SAC's in the 262 cases was concurred in c.t the 
Bureau with no exceptions • 

In response to Mr. comment that we will have to 

try a different approach, this is to aavise that I recommended 
to the Executives' Conference today certain specific guides to 
be sent to the field for use in evaluating the Security Index 
cases. The recommendation, which was an proved by the 
Executives' Conference, is being submitted by a separate 
memorandum . 




FEDERAL BUREAU'OJ>INVESTIGAf ION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT C? JUSTICE 


Transmit the following JtiidXyp? message to: 2' 


pbl/a:;di s 2 - 25-55 ■ * 7:oo cst eh 

'DIRECTS?., FBI 
^ - 

"" SECURITY INDIE AbVIE./S* 2B SAC LETTER 55-3, DATED FD? EUAEY 2, 195 
HAS TOTAL OF 275 31 CARD SUBJECTS. AS OF FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 60 
BEEN COMPLETED Ai.'D REQUIRED DATA SKIT BUREAU. 



FEDERAL EUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

/ 


AIRTEL 

Transmit the following message to: 

FBI, LOS Ai » ^JtJh 1 Ti O 2/25/55 

/ 

^/'DIRECTOR, FBI < 

SECURITY INDEX REVIEW. RE SAC LETTER 55-8. TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES TO EE 
REVIEWED AT BEGINNING - 4216. TOTAL COMPLETED AS OF 2/25/55 - 495 . 


BALANCE TO EE DONE - '3721. 






Office 2\A.e7720M7ldU77Z • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

TO » DATE: 2 / 2 5/55 

FROM * 

T - rr r<j~>nrrp T'T’T,' rur>r7 • 

ItTBJECT : w, Lai- l - 


Durina the past week 4 ? cards were added to 
the Security Index and 1J cards were cancelled , a net 
increase of JC cards. 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26 , 748 . 


ACTION: 


None. This is for your information. 



/&/ 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 


/ ■/, : /'■ f 

C c-c / 7 /— . 

DIRSCTOR. F3I 


Date 


February 7 , 


From: 


Field Office or Division 


SAN FRANCISCO 


SUGG ES TION: Due to current Bureau instructions that require certifi- 

cation by the Field of the correctness of each Security Index. card, 
r-onv c n eg w m be analyzed in the immediate future m whica u *!-■*■ 
"arroear logical and necessary to interview the subject to resolve one 
correctness of the 31 classification, it is suggested m sucy cases 
that authority be given the SAC to direct agents to conduct^intervAew 

C f- y. (• , ,t / fj 7 / ' / 


Its advantages are: The SAC will be familiar with tne facos involved 

in each situation and will be in a position to 5 nsrruot sr_ _interjie- 

Q fiormron T /jl th. 3- C OH2 1 dSTS-blc C C. 1H tine w wj.i ox cxo ^ ^ 

securing" Bureau authority as is now necessary) in order to resolve 
the appropriateness of such Security index classification. ^A^saving- 3 
would be effected in stenographic and clerical time, Doen.au -ns. 
Bureau and in the i-'ield. In addition to the monetary saving inci- 
dental to the saving of employee time, the quality of the Si will be- 
es tablished much sooner. pH 

It should save at least % ; , nno - n H — annually. 

The use by the United States of my suggestion shall not form the basis of a 
further claim of any nature by me, my heirs, or assigns upon the United 


(Signature of Suggestcr. , 

<J> . 1 

/ / cn j 

( ofant fil rflPt, Of*! l.jrr-fc 


Comments and recommendation of Supervisor, SAC, or Assistant Directory ^ 

Since certification of the correctness of the Security Index is a 
deadline matter, this suggestion deserves favorable consideration. w * 




fT«r» 


/OHM MO. •* 


Office Ms:: 


» UNITED STATES GOv EM» 

! y is i ir -s j ' 


s * 


TO 


DATE: facrliury 1^, 

19 C 5 


FROM. » 

/ SUBJECT : 
/ 


♦ cr r- r 


TION OF B UR FA U Ab ThORli r ___ 

PRIOR TO IFF ZRVI^s - * ' * 

j £ ^ ^ - *^V , , 

) / . ' 

^ • of t/15 liGi* <‘U<.C »« w • 

Special Agent . „ nvrr T r ,+ . r s -r> • instruct 

0 f f i c ” r ~ c o mm ended that in v i &*■■' , j «rr,3ss o 

which require cerri;ica.r,.uj.V ^<21 oe analyzed in one 

each Security Index card, « - ga? . logical and necessary 

immediate future . i >• _^f icn re o 0 lve the cues t ion as so 'uh ' jr " c ‘_, 
to interview t he sue. ject to Twelve ^ ***?« s 


to ~ ^ rhg s* cur z~ v • - - - \ • - . 7 

his name snoula ce £%;*•»■ ; k " u aeUgczed to tin special 
that in sues c»»es a y; D A t- n - s to conduct interview.. 

Agent in Charge to air. cr. *,.c n„s . 


The SAC of the San Francisco ^0jj^ c * ij>i C at ion 

An deserves favoracie c o rt . -- • - -■ - dead lire manner, 

of the' 'correctness of the Security I»«- ** 

The Executives Conference onSegt e;zber J UQ 2 y 

considered the above suggest * A 2urc2 u authority prior 

that the present proceaurc OJ s R f * 6e craned. 

to interviews with security *.uj 

a F.no! ‘ */ snda riiil •• 

- f ^ rrP( j to the Training and 

That this memorandum oc ^ e Internal Security Section 


r 


inr - ■ tit ■ ■mi: niisi 



Office Memorandum 


TO 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATS: 2/23/55 


noM 


i 


/• 


SUBJECT: 


/<. / 


SUGGESTION #75-55 
MADE BY S A 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 

° , r £ / 

Z>we to current Bureau instructions that require certifi 
bu the field of the correctne ss of each Security Index card, ™ an y 
files will be analysed in the immediate future in which izwill a 
loqical and necessary to interview the subject to resolve the cor 
ness of the Security Index classification. It is suggested in su 
cases 'that authority be given the SAC. to direct Agents to conduce 
^/in terviews. 7 f, . ' ’ / 

A T)VAV rr tO VS* 

■~r ~~The sugge ster states the SAC will be familiar with tne 

involved in each situation and will be in a p osition to instruct _ 
am hp attemoted with a considerable savings in time m ora 

v •* b V/ • « » - — — _ - - - 

T’tf £> 0 J. U c i/OrS d^DpTOp 

savings would be effected ... c „ 

the Bureau and in the field. In addition to the monetary saving 
incidental to the saving of employee time, the quality of the Sec 
Index will be established ir.uc,i sooner. 


cation 

c r ea r 
rect- 
c h 


i-ztene ss of such Security Index c lasts ij icdvic 
in ''stenoaravhic and clerical time , both 


facts 

ar. 

er to 

s t 

m -**•* 

at 

uritv 


PIS A DV AM AGE S: : 

None noted by su gee ster. 


OBSERVATIONS : 

SAC , San Francisco, 

favorable consideration. 


feels this suggestion deserves 


2 fr t t Domestic Intelligence Division, agrees with 

the unfavorable recommendation of Mr. • Mr. 

points out that the Executives Conference on September 
1954' considered the above suggestion and recommended unanimously 
that the present procedure of requiring Bureau authority prior to ^ 
inter views with security subjects not be changed. / 


27 , 



Inasmuch as 
will not be presented 
instruct. Mr. 

sug ge stion. 


the Bureau's position is obvious, this matter 
to the Executives Conference unless you so 

has .already been thanked for submitting i his 
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REC0' nr z :: 


1 U i 


Inasmuch as the Executives Conference 

considered this matter as recently as September 

recommended that this suggestion not be adoptea 


unfauo rably 

or? 7 0 O'* ■» 

~ * y - ^ - j ' 




2 


TV " ■ 



gTAMMM) rOW4 * 


Office Memorandum • united states government 

JJ DATS: 2/17/55 


FROM « 


ItTBJECT : 


522. H ' 


'JR, rT 


-'V, 

A- A ' ) v 


SECURITY IJWEX LIST - ..... 

7- a 2/1*/ 55, 

U! ' taJ reoords 

^Intaincd at the M ^cadstu-. 


RECCIZEIpJTICJ : 

7. 2?iat tfczs memorandum and ^rd 
* • .. .„.«/■» ''unrtiCG, marine a -*• . 

/ormrdea to ^LlsteredT ‘ ' Return Receipt Requested, 
Confidential, Registered, 

'■ p y 

2- 5 ?-*>'*> " ' . 

r 

Wat ,W»o» receipt, tp SAC,Juantico, 
the attached list 'destroy by burning the old // 

that such action has been taken. 

/L 1 ' 


, That thereafter, this memorandum be returned 
to thi’sursau, farhcd /or ^ attcatzoa. / / ; 

Attachment 11) OWQTSED - ® a, ., , 

KO^'t *„ , , •? - ->y ^ -/^7 

CO - AT. £ ^grntUSm, l3 KAK 2 79* 

cc - JL f r. ♦" . / 

CC — SAC) -$]£&!&/ w—m*—"* m 1 . 1 




* 





J 


CTANOARO FORM NO. 

64 

* 

O+hrp 

KJjj , t „ 

1 - r 7 

f * / ■? /'■> *,* .m "j /-f f 

J ' ' : v ! J , ^ ' :* / / // * 

Ly j. ^ .x 1 S x i x . : L- v x— ix 



TO : 

DIRECTOR , FBI ( 

. , i 

T) A TT. O /'"■■ 'rri 

“ ' '7 

' ' pY 1 

FROM . j 

SAC, LCS AHGELES ( 


SUBJECT: 

^SECURITY i:r/E3TIGATI0Z3 AT 

KEY FACILITIES 


Attached hereto is a rough draft letter frccf* Hughes Aircraft 
Company at 1-1 ver City, Calif., which has been pre pared by Phat com tanv ?..r_i 
forwarded to this office to ascertain whether the Bureau has any objections 
to a policy which Hushes wishes to adopt. 



recruiting highly-trained engineering personnel from various sections : 
the country. They have advised that they realize that sons of the personnel 

I they hire sight be missing security subjects from other field offices in the 
Bureau vno nave availed tnemsej.vss of tne opportunity of becoming employed 
by Hughes in California to completely drop from sight in their home cities. 


L 


II 

II 


Both Mr. . .. and Mr. , who are heads 

of the plant security setup at Kughes, are ex-Rureau personnel and are fullv 
aware of the confidential nature of the Bureau's files. Both Messrs. 

. and are extremely cooperative with the Los Angeles Office 

and, as a matter of information, forward a large amount of data which they 



a request for information. The letter is merely to be forwarded to tne 
various field offices where the subject might have resided when he was hired. 
According to Mr. , this is not a wholesale project on the part of 

Hughes bun will be done in only xhose cases where there is derogatory in- 
formation which has been brought to light in the course of background in- 
vestigations conducted by them which are necessary to clear their employees. 


Mr. w- , who contacted the office, was advised that this matter 
would be referred to the Bureau for an opinion and that he would be appropri- 
ately advised as to whether or not the Bureau objected to his organization's 
adopting such a policy. 



T E * . 


HUGHES R IRC RAFT COMPANY 

Htujiu's la * »/ ( Uunjtfinif 

CULVER CITY 
CALIFORNIA 

(DaV) ' 


Special Agent in Charge 
Federal Bureau Irv/sstisaiiicn 
U. S, Department of Justice 
(City and State) 


RE? (Subject* s oam.e) 


Dear Sir: 


The Hughes Aircraft Company is a key facility engaged in the 
Research, Dev-lop-ent, and Prodvcti.v* 0 f fire centre! systems, guided 
missiles, and other electronic devices for the erred forces. The 
Office of Special Investigations, 13th District, Cheli Air Fores De- 
pot, Kayvc 




;-i: :rnxa mas secure tv coenis^ic; 


-i. U ^ iiO oCJ L-i.iw ail *j — Oy tdtd 3 OX ViiXrt OU.i X XX cU'C Cx^ili'wLi 

for access to Confidential data; many are cleared for access to Secret; 
in some instances, clearances are given to Too Secret, Hence , the r.r : r 
for care in the selection of personnel is obvious* 


Since the F.3.I. is charged with the investigation of violations 
of Espionage, Sabotage, and related matters, vs are taking this means 
of bringing to your attention that captioned individual: 


( ) Has mad 3 application for employment Leru. 

( ) Was employed here on (Date) as a 

(Position) . 


The subject’s attached PSQ reflects that he (sh*) resided in your 
area for a period of tine. It, therefore, is possible that you may have 
J information which would assist the Government in arriving at a decision 
j relative to the subject’s clearance for access to classified informs*" 
ition. It is stressed that this organization realizes that your records 
pare confidential, and has no desire to be adviced in this matter. Our 
jionly thought is to assist the Bureau in the fulfillment of its obliga- 
jjtions, and to assure that this individual's employment is clearly con- 
sistent with the best interests of national security. 

In the event information of an unfavorable nature is discovered 
here concerning this Individual, your Los Angeles Division will be 
advised. 


_ Yours very trulv, 

/ 


T)A nr n r T rw'im*! r • «-»T SAonri r 


i — inn i t r 



> i t ^ 


TE </ 


O 


HUGHES AIRCRAFT COMPANY 

CULVER C'TV 
CALIFORNIA 

16 February 13 $$ 


Mr. 

Federal Bureau cf Investigation 
$10 South Spring Street 
Los Angeles, California 

REs INFORMATION LETTERS ID YOUR OFFICES 


Dear i 

Reference is made to our telephone conversation February l6 
_ ; , ... . . . - -v, P i+v of our 

at offices covering prior resi- 

Se our applicants whose application papers reflect husszan 

or satellite background. 

MV thinking is based on the under ate rvH-ng thet.^any^indivi- 
* "■ • ' — records; Cu^xC;/u'-u W Ox 




i,, r.1 ~ c «tCsOr: nave suw.wa^w — i — •/ 

application for employment in a defense industry enhances -he sxg- 
lificarce o' such subversive records; transfer o- run o. the mill 
subversives from one state or locality to ^.c^rjonld n°. neces- 
sarily be brought to your attention; such trais^r, i 
seeking employment in a defense facility, night be of ^est to 
fbe Bureau office covering prior residence t..e exm^.rt tha- ir.ey 
would wish to reopen their case and submit any info ™ at ?;?£ ^ t 6ir 
possession to your office for your consiaeration and action. 

In view of the above, I am enclosing a rough draft copy of 
the letter we propose to send to Bureau offices subject, of course, 
to your complete approval# 

After you have examined the contents of this letter and at- 
tachment, I will welcome an opportunity to further discuss e 
matter with you. 


Yours very truly. 




ovc - 

v 


*• The for * letter attacked to re let to be cut cut 

; r+.h u '? 3 i •• 4 r r\ \* /• 5 ? r ? ,, , . . . - 


* - C -*'hi o *.• *.) c. w- 1 . J ^ O £ U i • 

J lac ^ a n cr i it i n 1 n ri r 


i T;r* r. n £> 


’> * ' ;•» *" n ys £> 
rs r ■*’ . *■• i ?* 


it ;j 

ry re* 


nosed is 

1 1 J ss r> j 
"OHihi l i +.i 
.■'1 + n -i: n x. 


t - i - ; :* ±cozcr :) A acj a/i r. ~ £ it i 2 is*i rat i;;£ 

cure: s,i on She Jureau, The use of such a /ora’ictt^r a spears 
to pe an attempt bp Hughes Aircraft Concany to sieve loo' a 
direct acoer* to ’durtnu files in any raster in uh ich they may 
be CGnocr.iua* iou ere veil axarc that yoe cannot have euck 
c develop i?ni exist* j.n adciti on j the for? i letter nr Goosed is 
undesirable on its wn merits cine* the n: yr^ore it :rn \il •? 
is undent no vslvn. i id t i on s A g ree sen t , the cri -,ary re* .* on* ihUi* 

*■' * /' * ' -* ’-'j " J . r -+ • : ' m u* -<•** v Jo c k _ a if i on $ ^ vo j. j 9 unit cd States 

Air soroc ?h ha 3 security responsibility at Hughes Aircraft 
Company, itc.-t a request of OS I, name checks are mads at the 
Bureau and i-here snbvcrsiva in formation it. developed, cjj 
rius c r.-.,, v r vac case to us for invest i'/aii on , .Che form letter 
proposed a. ’pears to be motivated by a desire to c i reinvent the 
OS I and allcio outlies Aircraft Cc : env to rc fe r .;.a tiers 
directly to the Bureau, This vionld furnish Hughes Aircraft $ 
Cc.ijany tut o : ocrivn tty at 3 czj later date to state they nad-f 
referred the matter to the F3I, , - 


You should advise , (l) the form letter " A 

cannot be accepted by the FBI end (2) that the best interest 
Qf all c once re on will post be served throu ;ti continued oroocr 
c ooixt 1 '*a s i on ,'ii.i -.Vj. i.'nch has security rc spans ibid i tut at * 
Hughes Aircraft Convent?, “ ' 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Transmit the following Teletype message to: 


REGISTERED 

/ 


\ ! 

r 


/DIRECTOR, FBI 




SECURITY INDEX REVIEW. RE SAC LET 55-3. (l) TOTAL NUMBER 
OP CASES TO BE REVIE NED - 139. (2) NUMBER OP CASES IN WHICH 
REQUIRED DATA PORNARDED TO BUREAU TO DATE - 36. 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 





8T AMDAMD TOKM MO. 94 * 

Office tAemoramkim • united states government 

TO , DATBs 2/21/55 

noM * 

/I 

rtJBjEcr : "SECURITY INDEX 


Attached is 3 AC Letter Number 55-15 (page one) 
of 2/17/55 providing that at the time a Form FD-122 
is forwarded to the ' Bureau recommending a subject for 
the Security Index, there must be attached to it an 
additional pace or paces setting out a succinct 
summary of the facts on which such recommendation is 
based . Further, it provides that in a case in which 
the subject is not being recommended for the Security 
Index, that the administrative page of the closing 
report shall contain a brief summary statement which 
reflects the reasons upon which such decision is based. 

Proposed Manual changes are attached . 


aiEOOlEatNd.H 1 1 ON : 

If you approve, the attached proposed 
changes will be made in the Manual of Instruct iono . 
The FBI Handbook and the Manual of Rules and 
Regulations are not affected in this matter. 

7*^14 was by Sxec. 



^r. 


\w 


PERSON - ATTENTION 
STRICT - l C ONFIDENTIAL 
SAC LETi-Ert NO, po- O 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

February 17* 1955 Washington :s, o.c. 


the iSSaS^Tn^ 1 ” & 

W »u.t -_aua=h e ^t ?h lt f a^aaa»^nal p.^ 


Kin your X rec3ao«Rdation**f3r W lncXudlns the r.ane In the Security 
Index/ These facts must be in sufficient uetail to ^clearly ref lec - 
ohe soundness of your recommendation.. Statements 01 conclusion, 
arp not enough and the sources from which the information came “ 
be'nrooerlv characterized as to reliability. The summary must 
contain pertinent dates with respect to the activities of the suoje . 

In those instances when, at the conclusion of a security 
investigation, you are not recommending the inclusion of the subject „ 
name in’ the' Security Index, there snail be set icrth on the aamxnU- 
trative page of the closing report a brief summary statement which 
will reflect the reasons upon which you have based your decision. 


setting out a succinct summary 



G- / 



Fage 29a-b 


f n c ! 


February 21, 1955 


fsciccud c::<~:zzz 

-*• t ~ • r r 'r~*i 

iU±j vi i v<> wy v 
• i * T' • T f' -•» t" » * r— <►— . 'n r ^ 

i. . L j(* J f Or jl , ■ w .* ilt: j 


- Under the heading "(4) Ileco-r.endations for, and 
preparation of Security Index cards, 0 the 
following should be inserted following the 
existing' first paragraph: 


• At the t i-e 

c For-*. 

FD-1PP is suh-.it ted to 

' the sure 'i r 

r C r 

-■ i n 1 i- ' *? / i .v. .ion o r a 

nr . -3 in i.tc > 

ucaiLriz 

?.• j .»• t<~ere -—?s a oe 

cit-:0 i CO 

l ^ •. ! 

..i ,-i :. :.l ...... a cr ' ’3 

seziir.a cut 

w ~jc i, 

no; ir or zee jreza 

on . 

i / * ' - 

. : * ^ 

5 7 * o.? *y r t 

t V !'T : ~ ; :• 

i n fide no aeva.il to 

'cl ear 2 v rrji 

ecx, zr.e 

'aosr.eeess or zt.c 

IAJA- ' 



C t~j> r>\ .* . . n • 

• ’:l :7 . 

sources rro>: l ai Oil 

"the ir.ror ~x, 

zo/j or 7 

maze--. ! •<;(. cs rro peril: 

characterise 

a J 10 

T • ' Z i Z J. i i ■< 5 zzn z / 

i »- f - - 

• 

.. .. .. - ; ; * ; r m * ' • * :? 


* 


to the, f-c c i ii v i >. s oj r ~c-:e suoje.cz * 


*/n those 

inoicrocs vr:en c.t the con 

r* 7 * / *• / /”■ r» n n 

J. uu ^ \ * t m ’Jj -.!> 

r • /• * 

i: ... * j " 

? 7 n 

"lci; 5 7 : 


w it 

fr-Jex, r : 

shall C-? set jortn on 



..zivj pace of c-.c closing 

resort a 

bri:j 

r-! S ..MS- T.5 ; ;/ t ii-t 

r v i 

reasons i\ 

'0/1 x'fiicii ^ :c/i ^ r c i j i o n u:: 

i -Ci. 71 is € Zb • 


Under the heading f,(l)(a) pertaining to 
0 Investigative reports" insert the following 
as the third and separate paragraph, immediately 
preceding the heading "(b) iiwvnary deports": 

ZUp&n cornletion n f a security in vert ir-ct.i on 
of an indvinual noi cl read i included i_n tns 


l£hjc 1 

tt™ f ' "i« rmr * iii in min linn 




page 44a - Add the following as the last paragraph on the 
pagei 



€« <■ - 3 - 





Office Memorandum • united states government 

TO , 

DATE: F e & . 25, 1 955 \ 

J ROM r 

fDBjECT: SECURITY INDEX ' 


II 


which is currently 0 be ino^ mad e^bv thV field ?5, C ? r<t £ IndeX 

of letters from, our field office ® mhirh nn* + • ar ~ rece * vir >9 thousands 
tne or 

re co^eniafionTZiTVy IVriVas' afler^ZV *° 

Supervisor reviews +h& Piairi >» " • ujter * he Bureau 

T bt ■“ 

three men is eminently qualified to handle th • ■ ' 6aC ^ these 

?«* * phveteally lVZV/e'% rX^rJeor^ “toTdZt °cU % ^ 

ftcAoTstlJs eSPeCiq 5%Tln,er .. ini 

pass ing on ail nev aiiiUons To t^e SeZUTuTnZif^'^ 

Mr . _ 

from the Security Index, 


is also personally handling all cancellations 


r isi s-“'3s Java?” 

affording capful "onTiierl^X^ 0 InTi^al TaleT" 


as 







«» £ J [J o' ^ u ^ ^ ^ 


:6? U 5 r - 


nerd 


3 t O C- £ Ci 


j 0( * -;:edd oi*: ^ ’V^*' t ' ,■ ■ t:? .^cudenrs a rc? raxe- . ' .. r . ,. v - 

- — v ~t‘ *\ -> c ~ i^xi '‘ra r > v Cnme3€ <>- ^ ^,. r 04 r.our s » - 

:u t kr;:%-ii r<c« j ?: ^«uvdrK oa uiis «•» 

;r^ouid i'.t «*» »«“ ; »£. rw 

Itfti. tn/«rmat*«n ,hcl.ld^ „ g „ t::at 

Laid ft. »?“^45 oit'.fti.'.fto^ »«« »/ »»» 1 

‘Director ^•'•' ea . e t; 0 do our ' 

mould acae a c ' 

emergency* v h nr ■ ri^ - ne 

rM i<r«e*«r /urtft.r •?»•»'” ^"aiLL 'a-i a »*»>«' 

. J o„,"' 0 lio *fte drrset 0/ d-noe™ ;j j,., t.V l’" ! - 

*kv« p5«c** 

States Xttorne^ an^ Attcrne y General th-.t c‘ie I 

diction ‘-V / •'■ 4 * a f^ er discussion mc~t j ,, n der on emergency 

,.!**» •/ ; dance-ous «fL. £ rort/olio 1 

Js ?? r - che fmcrio -. V., •-- 

|is to so state. 

. nr* r» ^ pi » 7» i i: 1/ ±Tl(i€^_ 

B , — , „ „„ 7 0] DC r sc ns 0/ 

>r „ c + ated Shat there a. - _• _ >c .,. r it ;/ 

The ^ir5C« • • “ ,; n -cMs country >-'•• • -s . 

„, are a c national r ?n ued Jtct** . 

0 nme-e • ., • ,. ^.;er. j a.- - ^ „ ca« re c-o* •• 

Index j is 1 ” n { reed out shat as «o i - “” 1 ’ ..7.3 he niched up 

The Director ?«»»«« ° a 0B .wr.e.n.V »ut 

pr.H«*» i™^~ h t... • . .is to tno «;«>«»»> •/ -oito. 

ia.tfcp.rtaPi.d -oorr-.w. ,,r.Josa ‘ ‘ 0- •• ' it. --f.-c 

. , r i« r could no. oe Orr. o ;•« r ~0U±J- .Ait.,.. «.• . 

‘ s ,. s ner.defi out tnu. v *'_ * "' „ uv »iicfc mas t^or* - v - 

corpus « -v / s -•-• daent <>. an «ir.«’’t er * c ^ ^ 

0/ t /• e s =. a*. l _ ! “ ^ n tir? Security j.nue- ? 

imal eventing ^ : - e ■ that - 

diocuosioo, ™»'w ^ 4- 

„ >er»«*8i» tliot tft* ys - 

J*ft« Pt or. asrortation -arron,s. fd."-. •’ ' 

haf^f^Vfanto «-c Pterotoa ctKrc: , », .»< ^ 

iSM<- au -K*, director o c 1 -‘ vt - . 7 , of hours. 

aliens ^'- w " r „ r , 0/ tdese 

5 ,itft tft. D”pa r t to at ..3 « «”* ' 

arc checKi^a J 

*n ?• r ci rr ^ s • 




tf ” »' ' /? V 


r /H V » A O 

♦ / '* r '■ t - 


■• s> rTw ~ i *- * d 


Th e director 3 zczed z rzt 

at the iJ.<, our 

. _ _ . - - c r- ,-• - - - u -> - a r ^ c z t r -ic 

a n g u ■■ i u u ww r -». - ' '■' , 

1955 } that t he aninese e '"^ ~. J d " , 

b e co os . - -• ” - - -• - - ; ’ e 5 3 - : 3 - 

, w „ -■ .■> - - r> -- * t a -e -us. 

would ze - - 

. . „ - - - s <s ~ r r 2 a t e z , . 

i in a ; 1 a • __ 

i r v ^ n 3 i ' ’ : - r ^ - - ~ r ^ -* - ~ ~ ”* * 

Iud with Assistant Attorney ye^nercl 

with the Lezc.rtr.ent or ^ua*e. 


-t 0 f the Chinese employed 

" , 7 7 -. I b dan ,?ro ;;3 

■■J P ^Z - L O''* ^ 

. M 7 o m 3 n n * ' e 0 ** uc r 1 ; 1 > 


>il\\ 


. r? V -, - ^ ? 


:au cun 


>i£Sorntfy Genera ± a# 


reed 


. t ^ r h & 


- v. , „ r> ~ 


'Ocei ur ? « 


_ . . ^ ^ + h & <?* ri-T i t T ' ~ndex Who Are 

T) y ' on-Cni ne s f * > e ? - 

gi^pnthgtic to C 077i7iu-n3St 2iLLIL2 

C’He Director stated that t n ere u~e 


our Security inze.r - ^ :: J .:; 

omr-iTi /- 1 y s'* ~f~ *' Z 3 d 3 ~ ~~~- l~ n ~t S ^ , t »• •— * ~ ‘ ^ ** 

7 ^'d~~‘iV'i'th~.re would be treated in the sate manr.^ r -* 

1 . * J _v *,• 1 or- - nr” Chinese extraction and , tr.erej ore. 


t x ho are no 


V V >« r o 


r ; lii vidua Is on 
:-,r, - - a 3 7 r c n c 2 v 


logically three wcuia oe ^reuu, 
! /.Tier icon citizens of Chinese e. 
[jTfJI would increase and intense, 

\*,,ent 0 7 -. e~e~cency. 


its coheres- 


* t 4 - -e - . «n -- 

I ne yi U ir w ' ' Ti w , 


fn-rxO’mn 1 rr ^ v f P 1 . 


r. iStucu? n / Portfolio 


«/ r# , % exclaned ..nit the ~e a al Coir.se 1 '3 0 - 

working on the ho-z jol.o L s y :je sal .; U would 

in line ~>i zh 5 ^ tfLAV li IMS. Jen*r*l 

J .riijQ-r : on o : .2 fiZ r i* - * J * o * ^ ^ •‘° ‘* 


: > ^ z 23 v he '-i u e s 1 on o, , a.^n • * - ♦ ° 1 
’ 2 ^^ 7 *. ^a :: 1 °.o u^e: 


: 3 *. 3 y e 


0 y " ^ A u - 0 e .¥o- i j j " n;; 

. * . T i *;c /rsoraeu general asr.e-i ..e^ 


an energenoy* 


The Director point * i o 
con^iins a n^.her y j v . uv '2 - -- 


1 out tfca: s ne 

, .7 ^ ^ , r r. - ^ 0 O i 


ore: j;io 










(0) 


n r.'/^TTp T r ,'V T?;t 


Tho 


in „ Bureau has approved a suggestion made by 
■ a fie la employee taac the descriptive aata presently appearing. on 
the back of Securit?; Index cards (in geographical section of tne 
Inde v ) be placed inSw-ead on separate card which will be securely 
attach* d to the Security Index card by staples. When a revised 
f Security Index card is received from the Bureau and no changes 
I are necessary in the descriptive aata, the separate card can be 


* remove a ana atta 


cned 


the bacx of the new Security Inaex card to- 


be filed in the geographical section of the Index, This will elimi- 
nate the necessity for retyping the descriptive data cacn time vhe 
Security Index card is revised. 

It is not desired that a project be undertaken to prepare 
separate cards for all Security Inuex cards. The change in pro- 
cedure should be made at the time of the next revision in each card. 
As each card comes up for revision* the Security Index data appearing 
on the earn being rap laced should be carefully crossed cut. -re 
back of the card being replaced already contains the necessary de- 
scriptive data ; therefore* if no change is required in it* the back 
of tne card be'ing replaced can serve as the separate card which is 
to be stapled to the new Security Index card. This will make it 
unnecessary to retype the descriptive data on another card. 


/ 4 ' 
r V 


Whert 


a new Security Index card Is received from the Bureau 


r\Y\ O ncwOriKi ri 

■ r 


o -r 1 -.T ~~ wh CT" 

A w w W 4 * - -fc. J W * nU '- <k 


dercriptive data on an existing card, the 
should be typed on a separate 5>-S card whi 
staples to the tack of the Security Inc ex 
instances* you should obtain from the Bure 
these cards on which have been printed the 
now appearing on the back of the Security 
photograph will, of course* be attached to 
card . 

It is intended that the separate card bearing the descrip- 
tive data continue to be filed with the copy of the Security Index 
\ card which is placed in the geographical section of the Index. 


A r» ^ 

^ k .k J* w <*. v 

necessary descriptive data 
ch will be attached by 
card. For use in such 
au an adequate supply of 
same descriptive items 
Index card. The subject's 
the separate descriptive 
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Appropriate manual changes will be made to reflect this new method 
of maintaining the descriptive data and photograph, but the procedure 
of using the replaced card as the separate card upon tne lnnugui ati-r 
of the new method Wall not be set out in the manual since eventually 
there will be no replaced Security Index cards useable in this 
manner. 
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^cuairv x:-^ 


BUrlt- ^ ,, . „ c f tf:Ti 

'^, r .. A ^Si“th ^ i ^^^ l/ ^ oview .° 1 fully 

hafl 1 * " ^ v « r carciul ccr.sio^--‘- •*• 

to wnica v.iJ * >1 . , v. « s r %«?. cr- .-.I 

(i> F-/-G -■ states that, ^ouc^ — tha t_tao 

, rtf . ; r .. , bjS Security iut« c -;;‘; ; .::: t’tr.nr.ard3 now in 
r0V le« of ..c-;- ^ =i . ;.. :;1 • :v;Vl~, t0 wu m --«- 

casco «-*•- w . L -., s o repeals > — •« * rv r,h« existing 

existence. ** - *'•**; ..*. ,, ..>- c7 jr.i-i* Eufcv'-v ta » t : 

-«.-ii n- -or ci — J •— -t-tcr nas - — •» 


ovor-all 

etanaarw "";l "7 .,^~u and rxneutivso ^ < n 

AAWff ' 2 T t Mt ^ ~ u * iw *■■*'** + ' n^r^OlKU b.Ov*^* a--*"*' 

w ’ . } - - s; r ‘ ri is u * vr -* ^ * 

of McirCii ^ ? 

Index ctancaros. ^ FX rro stlcn 

concerning Ito 

1© noted -nc..;, etati^K-ni - ‘ J in - 

AV .i r H-‘ :';U’vi n. 4fcl4 ~ . ^ * ;^s t w - C- w 

CXlS^- 41 > r * t , jx * “ * ^ f < r „., r -■* ' 


sipar^c'occiicn of^awelWtioft 

« vcn h?t.“‘?v Sc each cancellca ea~.“ 7 .* ;.w. -.ort rcc^n*. <-.»«» 

tnoy a i way a 0 ' ‘%*~ r "~-icw fca doesieo n:tv-t-*,- ' * 

Should a toners r. tv ^ , ne rllcs c n indiMduaws 

(-*) UC svggest., W.ww - _ ^ could t-* ;f r 

\i*’r cares r.a.e w--~n -- • - to Bct«rrjino r.-i — t 

whoso cv.nv eighteen ln . v .h.:x’-‘ ' / < ^ 

th,r, US pcwci U 

COUIO ti l i, ' ,, ‘ 


«■ 1/ the Peportnent agrees with our 
proposed nea criteria, we yli2 ^ ; ; * v ' tctf ‘ 
havina ths field iccp tr.e co.'.cy - 

cards osvar.r.teln for future ; re.te. e..ce. 

The field zill hs advized on tuxs 

■procedure?^ i/ a pvrovju, xnen L,Aw ‘* c . T 
criteria are sent to the fisla.-30 i . 
be instituted ix:-.ediaz8ly*\ / 




j - v’-S'S 


I do net believe that this particular suggestion cncuj.o to 
followed. virst of oli. the administrative cecaiio It. iyvx.lv. z 
tiddlers cn tr.:. ceacsilec cases v'cul:: pr ‘^:.n: i e re r ; rr.:cuo 
problem.. Secondly, should one cf these Individuals ap-ain ^ 
bacc-t .u act ivy la *- wucveral *r-cup, tr- c i * p ' ‘ ’ / Z'J.ZZ 

t X’JLli ** fll - <* C fcw J4 w r * C. C. V < A - X. C : i • • "" -4. ;• -j «r ^ 4 '~ ^ _ 

a sublet Is removed £ res? th^. Security Index in *'3.rcn ljjy* 

** W - . . J _ 4 4 s* f ~ . 4 > <r 1 ’ *■ -. * “* *■ ^ <1 ‘ ■'■ • r* . ' * *" “ fi 

In ^ Uk.'i J, V Cifi i.;» W4 ! -«UI- O '- - C ^* V " - 

in CcT-hurist activities and a rercrandu-is cr.r-nelcd 
subjact'3 care* file. This rerorar.cu^ will cc-re to the ^^nacn 
of the Security supervisor ana at that point tr.e case v J 

recper.ec for investigation . 

It is further noted that we resolve the Inf errant 
possibilities c-f each subject in v:cr/-in.3 these cases, i-o 
person is rer.c.ed fron the Security Indos until he has even 
interviewed unless, of course, there arc specula ovur.u^, u 

considerations which dictate against interview. 

RECCi'y.SND/TIOH i 

If you 'approve, there is attached a letter to S.«C Whelan 

V'C* Viler J*13 of* i'tS T^C 1* * cJHG CO- -.i-tuvAue, 

upon^his suggestions in line with the foregoing ccser.vncic ns. 




422 Fed? ml Office Building 
Civic Center 
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^rro ^QVAL 


Mr. J. Edrar Hoover 

Director , *< 

Federal Bvresu of Investigation 
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

In your talk vita me in January, you emphasized that 
there is & need to rovieu the Security Inde:: cases, hooping in rs~.nu 
always that 1) we nuat protect the security of the nation on -no 
ono hand and 2) wo must not open cur selves tc criticism by nav.ny 
persons on the Security Index who do not belong there It was^ 
your view that the r:r:ber of pcrccna cn nr: Senurr.ty ~r.avz a- 
present time should bo substantially reduced. 


Sinco returning to the office, I have reviewed spyroxi- 
jaat'jly 230 Security Index cases. a don 1 - unov v:nat ono experience 
or the other field offices is in this regard but I would soy 
CGn n r o1 1 v that the recommendations of tho San rr anc isco Cx.ico, ana 
which have been concurred in by the Bureau, are over'rholn.nyly- .r. 
accord with tho standards which vo have sot up in our rejruj.at-.cns. 

I would re sue ctfully and very seriously like to suggest 
'end recommend that, if wo are to reduce the oyer- all number of_ 
persons who are on tho S . cur i 1 3 Inter:, -o c.o ~n r.n o-jCC-_ * p 
manner, the first stop should bo a revision of the standards wnich 
wo consider sufficient to place a person upon tho Security Ji-cx. 


is a char.ro in my 


fninkim. 


, when ho inquired, / 
was appropriate cr 


■M 


In all frankness , I must admit that thi 
I had previouslv re comended to Mr. 
that I* didn't think a change in tho standard 
necessary. 

> 

Tho Bureau has taken already one stop in this direction 
by establishing the new standards for those parsons who are to be 
civan a priority of apprehension designation, Tne details ol^.iow 
tho standards should be revised can be accomplished by tno30 wno aro 
familiar with tho problem. 

I would further like to suggest that the Security Index 
Card 3 of the 'subjects whom wo delete 'or cancel under the new 
standards be maintained separately . The fJly3 on tnore Focple 
could bo reviewed porhaps every yonr or eigntoon inontas to determine 




v ^ 0 *-v^r» cr ro % their nctivit*’ has ir.crearsd to the point where they 
chcuir to* resume : so tr.e occur ity Indo;:, srd oor.oi. -roci on_cov.iu 

OO giVOli aj.30 0 O GO VO 1.0'p iXl''" Chen S3 pOCviwi^l illi O^. . .3^*^ 3 ♦ *+i(3 

cold war be cone 3 nor a intense , ve • mi 'P'vfc vo.no none day to bo aoie -o 
Ido^.U/:n a ~ur./ mis group of people c.i when wo now hove scno 
sttbsiantiul Inforriation upon which, to cue on ion their loyal cy. - ns 
IBM eerie have already been procured on the to people and, by main- 
taining then in a separate section, vs would be a’olo sc continue to 
have "control or thou and have the information on the 33 cards at our 
f inger-tipe. 

Very truly yours. 


Special Agent in Charge 




V. 



I'.lT’C'"' 10, 


Director, .".I 
O i A 


A » V~ — ■* - * - 


* i w — ’ . „ w-i*#0 «L»-i *•«■»-• -i'V J-sD : 'w -S •. U. - - •- -V- - i * f 

comncntin uoon the review of Security Indio?: cases. 


You no to that you have reviewed aprro-inately 
200 f acurihy Or rex ease-3 and have found that they are av - 
Khclsiin.-ly in accord with tho standards as they c::ir.t at 
th© present t ii-.e « You have an-'-ostae that, if the over- ill 
nu/io cr Oi r-o.'z-.., 3 in ....•: •••. e>;.’ . •> -* -o , 

existin'; standards' 3hould bo re-vi n ed « 

7or your Information, this natter is under study 
at the bureau. You will be advised rroortly cf any 
develornorvta in this natter. 

* 

. *- V 1 - ^ 4* +- V r\ f -rf ^ f\ 0 * -r* A n 

.Ou iaiir v X* ^ ^ W wi. u* * - - ^ ' / 

of the sub.’ect* removed from the oecvritv iauex au a result 
of any revision of the standards be Maintained separately. 
The Security Index cards of persons rcr.oved fro:.: sue 

? ^ ^ ... r * *- ' * -><•* *4 > — <V3 <* *r r\ 1 rr r 4- 4- V. jra t * > - <r» fs c» ^ t 

uOCUri t .i ■ ;.W w-w j . ~ - - -> X -f - 1 

under existing procedure# ^ incs sacn cancelled card cear r 
the date of cancellation, it will be cos sible at a later 
*. n --j f* a f n ~ ~ ^ < ": v ^ d 


r . ; , *, j u a , > i. ... X j 


s -» t *\ o r'o f* ^ ? p> 

r> I cn c rr 1 ^ *'• • c i :i ? r fc ^ "■ ■ ~ 


„ _ * _ * , t e - . ^ ava** n -I -r* ■ • - •, +• ^ — .** »r *- a r> Y 1 * " "■ *• > 

U(Iul3 o } _L U ■* . . 3- i Vf J O . w -w ^ - * - i ' * • '■*.-*-■ ' ■ ; • 4 

tho TiaU^or oi r-^visea w»vCui'i«; — ^ 9 . . 

will be r; iven to separate naintonance by tho field of 
cancelled Security Index cards for future reference. 

Reyardiny your auvreoticn that the files of the 
cancelled subjects bo reviewed periodically, this practice 
would entail a tremendous arj-dnistrut ive burden in your 
office in follou T iny these cases. It la obaorv •'»•■! t T.t s ould 
any of the c.uicclled aubjoctn resuno ihslr activities L 
,/ aubversivo rrorrs your informant covers.:'*© should br>‘>' 

to appropriate notice in your office, ^ssurio, for instance, 
that a *~i ven subject is roriovu*ci XT or: the foe unity ...:. u>:: . n 
March 10y$. If an Informant in Juno 19hh should re ore •; i a 
subject as active in tho Go.auunist forty, tho J nv ;i st i "it' 
would, at fist * oint, bo rcoubneci in veur office and 
appropriate rrco . .ondatioas r'.uf.o to c lurenu vc-T:!1ir is 
Security Index status. 




/ /> p) 

[yS f - 


A 


w r. < . *~ -m. ,? j - i# JL*> t * t# -- \a 


t ;:0 '*^v 


<- ci 


C -\V i Cl v ■ 


n, . ; J 4. ii 


periodic review ~i c; xc; tied ife ! r it'? Ird: x c' ,e- cr 
r-l ; ht be •’ iv-xi to d- varen^ shore r •; "e . nr, r 
iRli'Wi&Rts. You ere rc~in.;ed fch' t under ex! - Li .-,••* lr./ 

Fec ;r; ty Inecx c.vr«3 not cm'coII ei uni/ -i '?-« f?ctr 

c j. -r ---'-"vie.’, ...c r a ;• cci; £rt, .5- i.cfc, 

Interview t’U «T!l:rc . --c; ic, :~o~rld . - lectors nre ^saorif 
vnlch (llcieto crr.lia t tuc cieoirebl 1 llrr of 'lr?t<'- T ’vln :,; s 5.” 
id..rl ;;il C : in 3'::-? wev-c.:, lr*l n\ .. \.b m.i i -r 

et-cn - tcurity Index subject l?. ex-i .red In conneofcicn with 
cancellation of ux.ccnr.ty It.rbx cere. 

Your cements end obccrv*ti?ns in tale t;<rtivr> j,ro 
appreciated* 
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SUBJECT : 2—> C Usila- Y Xn-eC--X 


, r re tp a* 2/10/55, attached , comprenensive 

By SAC Letter Lumber 55^ Oj ' ce <£'' s regarding the priority 

chances were maae in ->e.uri M '~p' mi/cts The classification of 

to be given in apprer.e, naing tne subjec t *■ ™ de / ianate d ms 

"Comsat" by wnior certain «*7«~ ^f e D fZf c lasU:ica\ior. ms 
discontinues entirely. Ins tea , rr j nr itu ard that oersor.s sc . 
established as the single Dusis j p . limited but 

Classified will f n afl-cu t emergency all subjects 

SS ZZ/lVi- inclf/d r/Tn/iecurity InUe* will be conferee 
for immediate apprehension. 

A + tn^yen are ir anual chanaes which are required under the 
Attaches are ^.anuuj. - ^ , r T p + + e r. These enanges 

chanaes brought about oy the above a 

relate exci us i vel y to provisions unaer ^ ? 

Instructions and certain to numerous pna.es of t..e 
VJeT/o/r/fwrAch >.ave now been altered pursuant to 

mentioned 3 AC Letter . 


i. T. _ ’ • - 7 

is/ tG J. 

security 
the afore - 


mrnrff.SNDATIC.V : 


If vou avprove*t t ^ . 

in Sect io n S/C ‘ of t he } danual of Ins » ructions . 


the attached proposed changes will be made 


IWT" 
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* r> ~'~” 
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page Jic - 


„ + c/icr its* ( 8 ) amend to read as 

follow: 

„ M . V„ v fc-s been prepared, any 

tnforr~.tion developed irn i on *"/* ' s vro^nilv 

°? pe ?M % i-' ; r^cui '^r'- 

“twizzles “ r -i' «'“•*->'-» ' -7, iiv, 

tnvolv i nr zne name , ui 4 - ^ , / . w 

- j .,*!•■ . ^ - - ; , * 2 sr> v * * - - * * ■ • - ' 

* , . v ., ,• > f / r .• c2i> J or vi- ow 

ice f jj r * - £ ~ * C LL-~»v » J _ r. ... 

fs + birth, h'ct ^ k - ^ , ,v 

J _ v _ ^ ^ec:!ri S \ r*. ^ *- - " :; 

abbreviation (dee /ci^J -i / 

^ * *17 ;.^> griectfCd oo- 

office of origin uill ^ 

- v — . . 7- ': > 

Oy - V / •-* ^ ~ ~ * 


e 



c X 

- Jo - 

Tl'IUTF ' II ill I HI II HIT Ill Hill HIE: intill!' 




page 3? - Its ct (c) ur. 


ejects Tabled Tor Certs zb and/or 


L'etcon* should be c n:e.tbsd to rc 
(c) • J ubjccts Tabbed for Pet com 

page J2 Item (c) u^lcr above Leading as changed should Is amended 
to read as folic tea: 

Upon the transfer of office of origin cf a subject 

r- or ,:-;icor. y tbs >. court tit l nr. ox 

card will re. atm eat bed in ine new ofj ice oj ori-in 
as it was in the old office of origin, an is snail 

- . - » • - ~ 7 , . • a ~+ ^ - -r ^ r* r* -- sy /* -r~"' ? --f 


apply in ell 


C^.fJ L J 


1 -\.tr i fin mi ZC > l 


Key figures end fop functionaries as ^ 
carries under the f sciir its - steer - C eiaseij i ^ 
or cases serried under env oi/ier character saai as 
Espionage — d or Internal security — 

page 32 - paragraph 2 under Item (c) above should be amended to 

rl <-» ■-* T ’/N 7 I /> 7 “ l i 

f %r W- V* w w ■ 

The Security Index card shall continue to be tetrad 
for priority apprehension in the new office of origin 
until svea time as it is determines ov receipt Oj 
informs lion by that office that zne priority 

designation is not vxirranted under, the nrQvjsj g£3. 
of feet ! 0 r. otJ 7 o (-i l l « 

page J2 - paragraph 3 under Iter, (a), above , beginning # 

"The 0 ?il y cxc cjz t ion to the cl ho vc i Ti 3 t rue tio fcs # • • ♦ • 
should be deleted in its entirety . 

pages 32b through JJb ~ The exist inn unit under the heading 
9 "( 11 ) Priority Apprehension Program/ 4 beginning at tne 

hot ton of pace jfb and extending tnreugn the first 
paragraph on page JJb, 13 being completely revised 
to read as follows: 

(11) Priority Apprehension Program ( me op ) 

. ' (a) Purpose 


J&nv i: Pfyi fusts izsjlflffl in thc.f> nurit]j 
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page 33 c 


page 33 c 


. page 3 $ 


/• } nmzral 



, , . . _ w/oj Trcliision in the Security Ir*j.e~> 

hr^rLraph leolnnira VI* cccuritylhdex 
:^7V: r ,^ T , _ ceil it'.’ subject ... — 

,~- r — . 

!«* ^TA7^Ur%. 

iaconi i :z:id^ • •• * — 

W{ r t>.« ftatfi/RS '«.> Cemrr.r Us f*noatn? -dsuld 
T inserted c.o u* fourth and separata -^r-gr^- 


r ~. — , /-ti / 7 » i 7 ' ■»» , ^~'.e Securi ty 

Ao note : 'JZ-SS. r ~2lX' . H .r** 

JjUOt t J j ^ ■'■-A - ■ - * ' - — — ' 

ht'aiinq "( 1 ) Designation af«J deletior^ Oj us 
t^r . -<? ^oJ’c *' 7 ?’ 7 should be inscr **--> 




rjtv ■ . JinalSJ.Di£Dsi 


//rjt w^J separate pa. ^r,.~>.i. 


T he f * 1 1 '"ain't r^rojii aAP J^ l £y : V U ' r : -"7ri 

^^oo:T7ro‘r * c - £ " ' ^ 
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page J5 


page J6 


page j6 


Existin'' p srccrcph one, beginning “An individual i3 
designated a hey Figure * should be evens sd to 

read as foil suss 

An individual is decimated a Key Figure by the 
Field Office by directing a letter to the bureau 
edvieirg ihr.t en ir. 'ivfdvzl b. j been so classified. 
Deletions are node in the sens manner. The letter 
designating or deleting a Key Figure should carry 
the none of tr.e subject in the caption and contain 
a brief statement as to the reason for such 
designation or deletion . 

Under the heading *VII. Ezintcn-.nce of Key Figure List, 
the first paragraph beginning "Each office must 
Maintain. . • v saoutd be avenue d to rcaa as pc Ileus f 

Each office rust maintain a list of Key Figures 
including lop Functionaries. The list ray be kept 
by c sir-ble ‘list aster., by Maintaining a file 

- X „ - ^ -• ~ . 7 t ' / J- -• - -- . . - * " - ’ * * ’• - - ' - - * 7 - * 

Lr/ 4 *0 h 4 • S. W ~ ~~ A V *. S/ ' *0 . V- «r WV ~ 

tire r 0 T.nrr.ri nr hn n card ini err The nr/rjhrr 

of Key Figures a particular office has rill govern 
the Method i:h ich is used. The bureau does not 


*s Mu * ^ ^ ^ # ^ r* 

%*/ f c*- -4.br O't -w* L, W* w. + 


of Key figures ce tab pea e*cc~z to 

Detcorn c Juki a if jest i o n cc c:itu in 7o (1 1) i 

^ C7 _ 4 ’ Y* a ^ / <J W-* »-/*'» W y<!i, k» L, 3 t. i /iWW i <»«-U W 7* Wfc V > 


acre ins 


r rQ;:Z I-v 


- C Sir/* i V i,f J~ t "d. C -X 4 


Immediately after the heading *(J) Top Functionaries* 
at the bottom of thv page , tne jolloising should 
be inserted as a separate paragraph: 

The foli c vine vror j signs should be rc~d i n 
coni t ion *. Ad 7 J ( 11 / re- ;• r _K 


conjv.,-.c z : •: ► • / s i -■ i / / 

F rier ; / • • r • "ec j ~ j r e./" re nee 

Ja made to Ton . ur.c v i oncru r,uv.< acts 
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page 44a • 


,%j‘ 9re * t Under Central 0 

" -..WC 4;* O'.usnuca CO rc ^ ^ jo. 


0 12c lv; *• 


Any reference to the Cc-v—ri-- r~ =■ ' 

file numb era, titles ofcth^r'c — *^ex, 

apprehension pregren, Petcon ~ 

figure or .-«n . vzar-rT f ,„* ;.iy 

//ot/Ci? (r^ferjT K r .: J - y^ tU3 > } -Purity jjeah 

1 . S S f - \J [ , w< -k *» 1 . -r 7 <■* n . '» 7 O V *-. 

i7istri<~+ir,-r,r, mureau 


instructions %r a?u Bureau 

Z&rl%ra%% ie j in 

of the case • w ' - 2 — r - - * - ; £ Handling 


f/vC- // 



&: 'in- j ;$ 

\'rJ 

In Reply , Please Refer to 
f ile No . 


/* // 
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S_ ^ *Y CONFIDENTIAL 

1/NITf.n STATES DEPARTMENT o'rjbsTICE ''’ 0 * 5j " i “ 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

February 10, 1955 WASHINGTON 25 t O.C. 




national U siti 3 ti?S X irhas ^ th * lnter - 

of arrest features of ~rr> o r ^..'^7."''-^ “r* l ‘©-evaluate the priorit 


tlSI of if ef ^ P*"*** °?'arf sf affe • 

includes subjects tho are tabbed^Comsab! Dct09 " cla * slflea «»“ 

Security Indefmfd D^oVimf be^J^Id »*!„?" th % 

tU ^“the^he^sSbJ^r^, 1 ^ 18 ??* at^ this 

under such a situation. '(In the e‘f nt of-- f? 6X ? U1 fce arresce d 
subjects whose names are rcludeVin L D fl “ all-out emergency all 
sidered for immediate apprehension^ ° eCUrity Index wil1 be con- 

prehended during ^®h^ e t "? 5 h 9 “ ser,us P srscns "ill be ap- 

j x ana Netcom tabbing, 

1, Th* Coma** tabbing is to be discontinued . 

tatbing h (priorit ^ - - d ~5 r S s!?f eCt s ^ ld be considered for Detcom 
following categories ; arrt ” St " n ° falls wlthln °«e or more of the 

a. All Top Functionaries and Key Figures. 

b. Currently active Communists (active within th^ \ 

therf lfevidence pfon ™voiuti t 0 1 ^X n ni»t?Sn B ^.T ) 
evidence of one or more of the following: 

(1) organization! 0021 crcani2 = rs or In the 

(2) tt lnst 1 ?t 1 ufe a in t !fcsc?w! n SCh °° l ° r Par 

(3) Experience as picket captains,' strong-arm men 

or active participation in violent strikes, riots 
or demonstrations. ' nuts 

^ Violent statements or strong revolutionary 
tendencies as shown by their activities. 
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regaruing^tne^ jstccrr. tabbir;- as indicated above a Ions: with *33" 

’ <ii v vii 0 SuCjcc >. n.wcuS the o e w uotcem stare a'”"- 3 -*>■- .■..:»•<>.»„ * 

Detcom andV'orr.sab at ’'this''tine‘' 2 nVycu ar-e no t “r ec enmend 

submit a F~r~ r - t h .." he instructions you should 

^ p 0 vs ■’ i ~ ,.7 ^ t • -v *•' ■ ■ '■' ~ ~ w ■■ -■ — ■ 1 * ■ * * ' ...;..endau iv n 

~. 7 “~ , v0 •*■ 0 e ° ne 001001. end oomsab t abb inns . If vou are r- r -'^- 

ir.endir.g tne Detcom tabbing it accordance with the above" inshucUV s ‘ 
and tne subject is already tabbed Detcom, you snould so advise the** 
Pureau and Form FD- 122 _ need not be submitted. In instances** in 

alVe*hl r a VfV,/VV ; “U I ‘ry^ l: ' t'* zc ' r -' cr ‘ robing and the cub ject'is 

air6u V oBw.tcvj and o'.OVSaO VCU Sh'^uM a 1 1- n r* b a :n i ^ 

in order that the Corns zb father VV -V- UF- V C - a "‘V 3 
subject is not already tabbed Dot com and "vou "a?* 

tfyoSr Securl?^ at tach a Vo^FDh^ 

tabbing can be added to the Security' Index’ card 3 ’ ’" 

. , . There will be instances in which ^ou have already sub- 

retaine-d°in the^-cu-t 5}° r--^ T n S ^U Jt ^? deX su ^^h ? h ^ ld be 
Sery tor you to re chock the i c---^ ••-• > • - • V h 

L e vC^tn -0bbin o to necessary and to advise the Bureau in accordance 
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with the above instructions, 

. order shat the Security Index cards for t^p SL’bt^^+" 

indicated^afcove^will^be'readil v ? availablp :i V^r P o , m^ enS ^ 0 *^ , as < 

in '/our offim ' ou should * available for emergency action 


- v - - bo guided by th° f c 1 ‘ ! ... 

regarding the arrangement of your Security Index “ a 


instructions 


n . 1 * J ach Security Index case should be considered for 

Detcom tabbing whether "he suhip^'o e,, 11B i fl ^ tu . iQI 

4 iv * - ne s Security Index card 

is filed in the Geographical, Special or Unavailable 
Sections of your Security Index. However, there is 'no 
change being made in the instructions regarding the Securitv 
Index cards which are to be filed in those th^e sections* ' 

should 2 be Svided^ntS 1 ™; fut&Et'SjwT 

ca?!rSr°sibicc?s 0 whfere 

c set /^t above. Part II “of " th^Geo^anhl cal 
oe^uio.i win contain the Security Index ca^ds '' 1 ' 1 
subjects that are not tabbed Detcom. 

offices having a Geographical breakdown tv ^siaerr. 
for each ra 3 f°‘h~ 2 J H f Wlll , be pessary to have two breakdowns' 

?aJds no- so ?a?bedr ted a, * d a P art '™> «» 

for eslh JS 4 „®? 0 i ,ld ( .. c!)nt .f r ‘ ue 60 flle on,> Security Index card 
a?nhl?eMr = ? J * ln the .Uphat.tical Section in strict 

C } or3er ulsh >•» other breakdown whatsoever. To 
a ® siat ?\ u in readlly identifying Securitv Index cards in 
thl ^ 1Ph ? bStlCal Section that will be tabbed Detcom und^r 

to each suc^ r cai t d! nS ® ° 0l0red 00681 tab sha11 fce fattened 

„ For y ° ur information, in the future as Detcom tabbings 
are approved the Security Index cards forwarded to you will 

c»l*°« n l \ Car 7 the COde lettcrs DC ln thb -‘ first line on the 
5^ eachauch card w iH be stamped Detcom in lar-*e 
rfi ? Gtt ? rS ’ ThlS l- rocertu rc will assist you in being " 
filed Ut °^ certa i n that cards tabbed Detcom are properly 

2/10/55 

SAC LETTER NO. 55-12 

£“a/c_ / y 




. A y, ~ ^ 


4“ t r Tv^^.o 


n o u 1 H 


be afforded your g^iojoUi. 




such tabbing 


•jc;.nec : i ;n u 


jrity Index- 


M -1 1 1 V\ fO> 


review of ail Security iiicex caoeo you oocu^ j **— - - ^ 

set forth In SAC Letter 55-3 dated February 2, 1S55* Security Index- 
cards presently tabbed Setter should net 1, tlat:::’ in t've row Decern 
^ ^ jt „ _• *. v- - n - - , „ _ ^ 4 ^ -i -r , ^ 4. a n o ^ n^iin Qnn^r> J 1~ v T nr J p x Until 

pOT t lwii wi i - ^ - s. J : *. - <- j. ~ - v> ^ x ^ 

the Bureau has approved your recommendations . There should _be nc $ 
changes made regarding the present Detcotn taccings in your wtcu* * ^ j 
Index until tne Bureau has approves your ree :.;t..nvjc - _,,..e c..^ .r - ..= 

, -- ^ u 4 ^ ^ v — 1 — U -s -N v- <- •!->- n .0. r> • -1 ^ rr> V hH 1 1 V> n 

H *0 V< Ty r *"1 0 T7 -n. — - ■> —.*1 u ui. wt. '«■ ^ A ■*• -' — — - ^ *" tj '" ‘ w 

reviewed and reconsideration given to Detcom tabbings by the periods 
indicated in SAC Letter dumber 55-0. 

In view of the new and separate breakdown in the 
Geographical Section of your Security Index for Detcom subjects at 
will no I outer be necessary to place a separate tao on sues cards 
as you have done in the past. 

Very truly yours. 


John Edgar Hoover 
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